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ADVERTISEMENT. 


THE Public may understand from the 
date in the Preface, that these Remarks were 
finished for the press many months ago. I 
being in the country, transmitted the MS. 
to be carried through the press to the care 
of a judicious friend. Soon after he had 
received them he was seized with a danger- 
ous illness, and afterwards a relapse, which 
had very nearly carried him to the grave. 
The work was therefore entirely suspended 
till my return to town a few weeks ago; 
Since then I have not been inattentive to the 


business of the publication. By this delay, 


however, J have had an opportunity to add 
some Notes to the pamphlet which I should 
have been sorry to have omitted. 
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TO THE 


EDINBURGH SOCIETY. 


FOR 


PROPAGATING THE GOSPEL AT HOME, 


— — 


MY DEAR BRETHREN, 


'Tnoven it is by no means my wish to 
continue a controversy which I never in- 
tended to excite, yet you may admit the - 
necessity of sending these few pages to the 
press, not as an Answer to Dr. Jamieson in- 
dividually considered, but as a Vindication 
of ourselves, and an answer to that body of 
people with whom he is connected, and 
for whose cause he evidently writes. 


Never, surely, was any poor Society $0 
formidably attacked by such opposite parties 
at the same time. Can Scotland believe it, 
the Established Church and the Antiburghers 
are one in the same | e against us? 

The latter, by the Act of their general Synod 
in May last, have commenced open hoxtilities 
upon us. ; 


Now it will appear upon comparison, 
that the whole of the Doctor's pamphlet is 
but the echo of that decree of their Re- 
formed Presbytery,”” as they call themselves; 
making his address to me the mean of con- 
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„„ 
veying their sentiments to the public. As 
600 copies only of their Act of Synod were 
ordered to be printed, the cireulation conse- 
quently cannot have been very general; I 
ee print their Act as a Preface to this 
publication: this, while it throws consider- 
able light upon the subject, gives greater 
publicity to a paper not less curious in its 
way, than the Pastoral Admonition”* of 
the Established Church. | 


ACT of the GENERAL ASSOCIATE SYNOD. 


: Edinburgh, 81h May 1799. 
* THE Syros, finding, from papers be- 


fore them, that, in sundry places, various 
* abuses prevail among persons of our 
communion, by promiccuous bearing, not 
* only of Ministers belonging to chutches 
from which we are in a state of separa- 
tion, but likewise of Lay-Preachers ;—by 
* our people attending public mectings, 
where private persons encroach upon the 
business of -the Ministerial Office —and by 


N 


Schools: The SyNop agtee in renewing 
their Act of the 2d of May 1798, with 
the following corrections and amendments. 


+ QA '% a -6 


© The Synop, therefore, agree in declar- 


ing, That, as /ay-preaching, (or preaching 
by persons not invested with any ecclesi- 
* astical office) has no warrant in the Word 
* of God; no person in the communion of 
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the manifest abute of Sabbath-Evening 
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the Secession Church eught to countes 


nance the public ministrations of such 


persons: and as this SYNop have always 
considered it as their duty to testify against 
promiscucus communion, no person under 
their inspection can, consistently with 
their principles, attend upon, or give coun- 


tenance to, the public ministrations of 


those who bear office in any church 
against which we have /fted up à testimony = 


in a state of separation from ber. 


* With regard to Sabbath-Evening 
Schools, though the SyNop admit, that 
they may be the means of doing good 
among the rising generation, if under 
proper regulations; yet the SYNop judge, 

hat no persons u subjection to them can, 
consistently with their principles, send their 


children to such schools, or otherwise 


give countenance to them, —if in these 
schools, discourses are delivered, tend 
ing to excroach upon the work of the minis 
try, —if there is such an attendance of 
multitudes as gives to the school the ap- 
pearance of an assembly met for public 
worship,—if any thing is done or taught in 
these schools inconsistent with the duty of 
the Sabbath-day,—if the attendance of 
children upon these schools shall in- 
terfere with the duty of parents to instruct 
their own children, — or if any thing in 
the character of the teacher gives reason 

to 


WP 


C1 
to gustect, that the principles or morals of 
the children may be corrupted by them. 


* 


The Synop, therefore, hereby warn all 
persons under their ingpection, against of- 
fending in the above respects: And they 
appoint, that if any persons in our con- 
nexion shall be found to do so, the Pres- 
bytery or Session, under whose inspection 
they are, shall deal with them according 
to the degree of their offence. 
Extracted by 


DAY BLACK, A. Syn. Clk.” 


i. Mt. 


— 


The principal design of the above paper is 
evidently to enforce their ode disci- 
pline, by forbidding people, IN suBIECTION 
TO THEM (as their expression is) to attend 
upon the ministry of others, though they 
should be men of the most holy and evan- 


gelical description. 


Thus they presume to lord over the con- 

sciences of their hearers, while their own 
wretched decretals * are to be urged, how- 
ever contradictory to the whole spirit and 
design of the word of God itself. 


* Besides a multitude of Acts of Synod, the terms of com- 
munion with them, it seems by a late pamphlet from Glas- 
gow, are multiplied to no less than 12 publications, contain- 


ing 508 pages, and 3048 distinct propositions, allowing 6 


propositions to each page: what work all this must be to the 
memory and conscience of an upright Antiburgher | | 
| The 


4 „ i 
The phrases they employ are very remark- 
able: all friendly intercourse in public ad- 
ministrations is by them called** PRoMIsCU=- 
ous COMMUNION ; * and they have LIFT=- 
ED UP A TESTIMONY against, and are 
even noto IN A STATE OF SEPARATION from 
every Christian church upon earth beside 
their own. In this shocking unchristian spi- 
rit they even presume to glory; or, as Dr. 
i Jamieson says, Thus the Seceders blush 
1 not to avow*.”” And it is evident, the exer- 
cise of this spiritual dominion over the con- 
sciences of their hearers, is too frequently 
exemplified. The 154 76 75 quoted in the 
note gives a fearful instance of the effects 
of this spirit, as exhibited against some of 
their members for the s:2 of Promiscuous 
hearing, on our late Missionary exertions. 
That a set of people called Christians, and 
many of whom I believe are deservedly 
so called, should give over to the devil, b 
excommunication, members of their body, 
for merely attending the preaching of the 
gospel, by ministers of ent denomina- 
tions, united to promote the most glorious 
cause which ever actuated the human mind, 


is to me a solecism in Christianity not to be 
understood. 


In their manifesto against us, they have 


also not only prejudged the liberty granted 
in the Word of God, that it is the duty and 


privilege of others, besides ordained minis- 
ters, if blessed with ability, to instruct the 
, „„ (I 
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ignorant; 


— — © 
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evi 
ignorant; but have adopted the most avbw- 
ed opposition, with their ancient mother 


(though they on other occasions treat her as 
the worst of strumpets), against the Sabbath 


schools, not only in language high and priest- 


ly, but have even cruelly insinuated, that the 
very principles and morals of the children 
may be corrupted by your institution. 


My predilection in favour of that body of 
Dissenters called he Relief, from the liberal 
principles originally adopted by them, was 
sufficiently conspicuous in my last publica- 
tion: nor did I mean the least reflection 
against them as a body, by a former obser- 
vation, in supposing that there might be 
some inadvertently admitted into that con- 
nexion, less pure and spiritual than others. 1 
supposed that such intrusions were scarcely 
avoidable, from the liberality of their prin- 
ciples ; and if the remark was too genera]; 


I retiact it. 


They have, however, grieved. us in re- 
turn, by acting in some respects, in conjunc- 
tion with the Antiburghers, and so contrary 
to their own principles, in giving their vote 
against what is commonly called Lay Preach= 
ing. Vet I am informed that this decision 
was highly offensive to many among them, 
whose characters and dispositions are truly 
ornamental to the gospel of Christ. I bless 
God, however, in my last Northern Tour 1 
found an increasing spirit of candour and li- 
berality among many (though some excep- 

| | tions 
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tions must be expected); and I gratefully 
acknowledge, that among the Burgher Sece- 


ders I received many proofs of their friend- 
ship and affection. . 


I' bless God for the growing liberality of 
Sentiment which subsists among them; yet 
while under the various passions belonging to 
the corrupted mind, we are in danger from 
every quarter. While therefore we are di- 
rected that our moderation should be known 
unto all men, and while our Christian liberty 
15 promoted thereby, may we be under a holy 


guard“ not to use that liberty as a cloke to the | 
flesh!“ : 


I shall leave Dr. Jamieson however in full 
possession of his own conceit, that there can 
be no real commuuion but as that communion 
is confined to a mere sect. He shall, as he 
pleases, extract all the sweets he may conceive 
to be enjoyed from the recollection that all his 
beloved flock are Antiburgher Seceders, while 
we take the consolation that union with Christ 
is the only term of communion with us. These 
he may call“ Joa ideas of church tellowship#”” 
Yet we may be liberal though not loose; and 
I humbly trust the accusation of being really 
loose in admitting graceless characters to the 
table belongs not less to our opponents than to 
ourselves. CY 


* 


Even among the Antiburghers themselves, 
many begin seriously to recoll at this abomi- 
nable anathematizing spirit: we $till there- 

| F. 37. 


fore 
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fore rejoice over all that is good among this 
people, notwithstanding their uplifted testi- 
mony against us: and are happy that it is na 
sin in us to hear them, though it is a in with 
them to attend on us. 


I lament that Doctor Jamieson is my 
gaminal opponent on this occasion. I respect 
him as a real Christian; and, detached 
from his Antiburgherism, a sound and able 
divine. I mean not therefore the least dis- 
respect, in submitting my answer to his re- 
marks to your approbation, as I judge this 
to be no private controversy between the 
Doctor and me, but between us and the 
Antiburghers. I als firmly believe, that all 
the severe words which may have slipt from 
his pen, arose in the heat of controversy, 
which misleads and heats the judgments 


of the best of men, and gives them cause to 


lament over, and correct themselves, in the 
cooler hours of reflection. 


I remain, 
My dear Brethren, 


Yours aftectionately in Christ, 


8 R. HILL. 
Nor rox URN DEN EDE, | N 
October 20, 1799. 


9828 
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R. JAulEsox, an Antiburgher Minister of 
17 Edinburgh, has lately printed some remarks 
on my Journal. I once thought to be silent, who- 
ever might attack; but as the Doctor writes much, 
and says little, a few observations may settle the 
whole dispute between us. The Doctor's pam- 
phlet appears chiefly designed to expose my 1gno- 
rance and misrepresentations of the method 'of 
taking their Covenant ; and to produce his ob- 
jections against free and open communion among 
Christians, and against what is commonly called 
Lay preac hing: —an expression so well calculated 
to accomplish certain ends and designs, that it sti- 


mulates me to a farther investigation of this inte- 


resting subject. 


The Doctor gives me credit, that I had no in- 
tention to misrepresent the Seceders; and yet re- 
presents me as blackening them with my brush, 
as he calls it, © and endeavouring to expose the 
Seceders to ridicule * :” while, at the same time, 
he passes over all the respectful things I said of 
the Secession; though it was my evident design 


* See Page 29. 32, 
A 


to 


(-.10- 
to speak all the good in my power relative to that 
body ; only lamenting the evil which was inter- 
mixed with the good. 


I mentioned my objections against the Cove- 
nant, as having in it many hitter persecuting 
clauses ; and that it was absolutely designed, by 
the original fabricators of that law, to return a 
persecution on their persecuting opponents: this 
the Dr. fully and universally admits “. Every ad- 
tempt, therefore, to soften these abominable, re- 
vengeful clauses, 1s only perverting the meaning 
of words from their original design. While thus 
my Opponent so completely gives up the cause of 
persecution, does he not expose the inconsistency 
of a party in taking, till just of late, an oath, 
evidently designed to promote it F? Who then will 
follow him through all his waste of words, about, 
another meaning for the word extirpation, and a 
better light for the words suppress and overcome, 
when the matter so plainly speaks for itself? Even 
among themselves, the phrase is at last acknow- 
ledged to be bad, and the doctrine of persecution 
is now entirely disowned. 4. | ? 

| ; The 
* P. 11, 12, &c. 


+ For the following Note the Author stands indebted to a 
friend, who was himself, in time past, an Antiburgher Minister; 
and supposes, therefore, its authority will be admitted: It is. 
indeed true, that the Seceders do not formally swear to the So- 
lemn League and Covenant; but it is equally true, that they 
testify their adherence to it in their Covenant, under the solem- 


. - nity of an oath, Their bond is called The bond for renew- 


ing our covenants,” and is, in fact, a renovation of them. We 
must therefore judge, that they approve every point of the So- 
lemn League, until they declare publicly what part of it they 
renounce.“ | 
+ © It is worthy of remark,” says the same judicious friend, 
just referred to, “ that it was owing to the Presbyterians, when 
in favour, denying to their Independent brethren a comprehen- 
don in the establishment, or even a toleration, notwithstanding 


they 


| $99 3 92. 

The Dr. shall also possess his own interpretation 
of that absurd phrase, of avowing not only the 
same things for themselves, but tor their posterity 
after them. Let common sense determine the con- 
troversy between us. 


Thus, throughout several long pages, the Dr. 
has confirmed me in my opinion, not only re- 
specting the original design of the Covenant, but 
of the infinite mischief it has done; having been 
swallowed in the gross, with all its red-hot phrases, 
till about three years ago. 


But now, a little apology for the grand blunder 
of my book. It seems these persecuting clauses 
have been rejected by the Antiburgher Synod, in 
May 1796; that is, just two years before I wrote 
my Journal : but how far, and by what means, the 
publication and circulation of this event took 
place, the Dr. is not $0 minute in his explanation, 
as on other occasions; for not one in ten, if one 
in twenty, or in fifty, knows any thing of this 
event, to the present hour. Whether it was 


* | 
15 they offered to receive the Confession of Faith, and conform to 5 
1 the Directory, and most other things in the ther reformation, - 
1 which eventually proved the overthrow of their cavenanted 
> work, which had cost so much blood. Here, also, we ma 

; find the origin of that separating, persecuting principle, whic 


actuates the Antiburghers and reformed Presbytery in their ec- 
cleslastical proceedings to the present day. Like their fathers, 
they are for a compulsory uniformity, without sufficient tender- 
ness to Scrupulous consciences. And they do not confine this 
to the plain dictates of Scripture, but extend it to things that 
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. have evidently no foundation there. Those who are willing 
1 to be cured of this distemper, would do well to read Neale's 
7 History of the Puritans, particularly vol. 3d. especially as that 


work is recommended by Dr. Jamieson himself. Here they 
will see the origin of those human inventions which are palm- 
ed on them for the ordinances of God; and will find the cause 
of liberty of conscience, and Christian charity, more ably plead- 
ed than in most publications.“ ; 


A2 deemed 


8 612) 


[ll deemed most prudent, to extract these bitter per- 4 
li secuting clauses from their Covenant, without I 
Mi creating an alarm respecting a dangerous inno- 1 
i! vation, 1 presume not to say; but I think the Dr. 
it Should fairly have told us, how far this matter was 
| i really published, as well as printed, or what he and 

his denomination call publishing on these occa- 
sions; and then the public, I dare say, v. ould 


candidly determine, whether the fault of musre- 
| presentation is to rest on me, or whether the An- 
N 
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tiburgher Synod ought not to bear the blame tor 

not giving Sufficient publicity to the event, even 
ql among their oun body. Had they followed the 

I: conduct of the late redoubtable General Assembly, 
1 in making this matter as notorious among them, 8 

. as they did their pastoral harrangue, they would 4 

i have put it out of my power to have said guzte $0 4 

much against the bigotry and inconsistency of the 
| Antiburghers, 


| + Be it known unto all men, however, from the 1 
ll! date hereof, That all the political persecuting 
clauses in the Covenant no longer exist. That 9 
old rusty spiritual sword of state, forged in the 1 
year 1643, is now no more to be worn by the An- 3 
tiburgher Seceders. Nor will we despair, that a 
'Teformatjon thus begun, may have a happy issue; 
and that they will peep a little deeper into mat- 
ters; and instead of rummaging over their“ Acts 
and Testimonies,” and the trumpery decretals of 
their Synods, resort for better lessons, to the pure 
| word of God, that they may from thence learn, 
[ how far they do right, to treat all other assemblies 
of their Master's children, however holy, zealous, 
and useful, with contempt and excommunica- 
tion. To be sure, it has a heartless appearance, 
that this said Covenant should have been sworn 


to, for more than a centur Y and a half, without 


an Y 
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any amendment, till about three years ago; we 
will not despair, however, that their future pro- 
gress in reformation may be more rapid. But 
while the Dr. mentions the secret murmurs among 
themselv es, against this business “, W hat is it more 
than saving right, and doing wrong? © But why” 

Says Dr. 42 T © have you not included the Church 
of Sc otland, and other bodies of Presbyterians : * 
quoting at the same time a persecuting clause, 
which sadly disgraces the Confession of Faith, 
Now, this gentleman might have supposed, that 
the glaring inconsistency, superadded by the Se— 
ceders in taking the Covenant, struck me the more 
forcibly ; while it miglit have been admitted, by 
x candid controversialist, that I had no other view 
in mentioning the Confession of Faith, but an 
culogium, $0 lar as it respected the fundamental 
doFrines of the gospel ; ; yet the Dr. and J are quite 
agreed, that the principles of persecution are abo— 
Minabie! in religion, Ie seems, indeed, ilh at easc, 
on account of the reflections inch on the conan 


of the Antiburghers, as it relates to their treatment 


of their brethren, the Burgliers. lie tells us, “an 


oath is at all times a serious business 4. And $0 


say I; and consciences deserve a little scrious at- 
tention as well as oaths; and while the Anti- 
burghers have been 80 griev ously inconsistent, in 
taking the Covenant, with all its persecuting 
clauses, till very lately, they might Lave shewn a 


little more tenderness to the consciences of their 


Burgher brethren, as it respected their interpreta- 


tion of taking an oath. I should hope, after all 


that has been written on each side of the question. 
it may be acknowledged, that many of the Burgh- 
ers Submitted to the oath with as much integrity 
before God, as the Antibur ghers manifested in re- 


jecting 4 and had the Antibur ghers attended to 


P. 16, 20, &c. + P. 22. 1 F.;. 
| the 
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the Bible, which has given so many lovely displays 
of Christian forbearance, respecting *© meats ot- 
tered to idols, and ** keeping holidays,” &c. 
they had not given such a wretched triumph to the 

enemies of all religion whatever, by their unchris- 
tian violence against their brethren, so near akin 
to themselves. But the Dr. gives his readers to- 
understand, that while I thus publicly exclaim 
against the Seceders, for want of brotherly love 
among themselves, I unhappily prove a want of 
the same love in my own heart, ** by taking up all 
the differences which have taken place in that coun- 
try tor more than a century.” Reader, observe 
how I am questioned on this subject. Ilave 
the two classes of Seceders manifested MUCH viru- 
Jence and acrimony of spirit * ?” But if my wic- 
4 hands have only overturned all. the water, 
where there was not MUCH fire, I have not over- 
turned ven water, nor done MUCH mischief 
after all. It is only like destroying all the love 


between a man and his wife, where there was not 
much hatred. 


The Dr. goes on: Can the revival of the at- 
fair of the excommunication, which has been in 
a great measure dormant tor many years, operate 
as an anodyne :” Though this scems to put rather 
a better face upon his awkward apology, (for 
the worst of enemies, when they drop asleep, can- 
not hate one another till they awake) ; yet how are 
these matters in a measure dormant :” Does an 
Antiburgher at any time take a poor excommunt- 
cated brother Burgher into his pulpit ? Are their 

members allowed any, even occasional commu- 
nion among them? Are there any overtures mak- 
ing, to drop the unhappy dispute? When I re- 
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teive further information on this subject, then 
the brilliant thought of the Dr's. waggish friend 
will appear more to the purpose, that I had 
treated the Seceders as fighting dogs ; but this 
wag Should have remember red, that as a friend to 
peace, I wrote, to prevent a set of good people 
from contending on those mere dry nes which 
they so eagerly surround. My advice was, to dro 

the contention, love one another, and seck the 
manna of the kingdom. This is not setting 
fighting dogs together by the ears, but directing 
the children to agree among themselves. 


Not only in this, but in other instances, I find 
the Dr. not a little out of temper. Ile remarks*, 
] said, the Seceders Separated from many, pre- 
ciscly of the same faith.“ No, says my Antago- 
8 Archbishop Laud, and many others, were 
avowed Arminians.” True, Dr.; but I could still 
mention thousands, and ten thouands, preciscly 
of the same faith with the Seceders, from whom 
they separated. There was an unhappy controversy 
in hose days, which docs not subsist in these. 
This apology he acknowledgcs I made for them; 
but for the Dr. and his adherents, of the present 
day, as to the original design of the Covenant, 
no such apology can be achnitted. 


On the most trivial occasions, the Dr. is equally 
severe. I notice, Toads arc innocent creatures, 
theretore should not be wantonly destroved ; the 
Dr. is also offended with this remark ; nd Ob- 
serves from thence, that I should encourage “ a 
locustry, a SHaKkcry, or even a place of retire— 
ment for bugs.” Thus, while I ey idently meant 
only to plead tor creatures which are innocent and 
useful, I am made to defend the cause of reptiles 
danger ous and destructive. 
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Again, because I said an old woman is Super- 
stit ious if she forcbode things by the ghastly ap- 
pearance of a toad, the Dr. Says J must Strain 
hard to prove my point“. I think the point is 
proved it I gta easy, or even if I do not Strain at 
all - but I hardly think it is consistent with the 
character of this learned Antiburgher Dr. thus to 
trifle with the public cause. 


When I notice the inconsistency of the Se- 
ceders in swearing to what they never can ac- 
complish, my Antagonist, with all the gravity 
of a judge, exclaims, « This is a serious charge 
indeed; but this is not all: you charge us as en- 
gaged in the Solemnity of an oath with a bloody, 
i persecuting design f.“ Surely the Dr. read my 
book, the wrong end upwards ; I fully admitted 
they had no ſuch design, and therefore only meant. 
to expose the znconsstency of their oath. 


When I mention the inconsistency of the Se- 
ceders 1n adopting the persecuting language of 
Popery, the Dr. supposes I mean to represent 
the Seceders, not only as fools, but as bloody 
and as ignorant as Papists themselves T. But 
he will not obtain credit for all this; my aim 
was to represent the Seceders as being on the 
whole, the best people in the North; but disfi- 
gured by bigotry, through their attachment to a 
Covenant 50 abominably i injurious to the spirit of 
universal love among the disciples of Christ. The 
Dr. says 11 talk with a sneer at the separation 
occasiones by the Burgess Oath F. I grant sneers 
are not arguments: but 1 question if my readers 
were so quicksighted as the Dr. to discern a sneer, 
where none certain iy was intended. 
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But on what occasion do I sneer *? The rigid 
conduct of the Antiburghers the Dr. himself vir- 
tually censures, by observing, There is ground 
to believe that the generality of those who suc- 
ceeded them would not have gone so far f.“ But 


* P. 22. | 
+ Dr. J. indeed (p. 24. near the bottom), seems to insinuate, 
that their party never been $0 strait-laced as we pretend; 
but there is a great fallacy here, says my Antiburgher friend 
above quoted, if we do not attend closely to Dr. JIamieson's ex- 
essions. From what is here said, an ordinary Reader would 
apt to imagine, that an » of the censures is not 
made a term of Ministerial Communion among the Anti- 
burghers. But the Dr. does not say this; he only says, that an 
approbation of ** this deed,” 1. e. the higher Excommunication 
is not so. It ought however to be observed, that it is required 
of Ministers and Elders at their ordination, and of Preachers at 
their receiving licence, that they approve of the separation of 
the Breach 1747—of the new Constitution—of the very severe 
censure of immediately depriving the Brethren of their judica- 
tive power, which was a partial deposition—and in fine, it is 
required of them to approve of acts and deeds then passed, call- 
ed 4 Testimony, in which the censures, afterwards inflited, are 
threatened ; and to promise to adhere unto, and maintain the 
same; that is, to prosecute the ends thereof, by joining in the 
Censures if called thereto. See Mr. Gib's Display of the Se- 
cession Testimony, vol. ii. 73—80. Acts and Proceedings 
of the Associate Synod, April 1747, pages 6. 7, 8, 9. 19, 20. 
21. compared with the 12th question of the Formula. Display, 
vol, i. p. 15. Thus an act that was passed in a fit of madness, 
making this.a term of Ministerial Communion, has been con- 
tinued as a yoke of iron on the neck of the Antiburgher 
churches for ffry years past. The tame and passive disposition 
of that body as to the authority of their courts, and their swal- 
lowing any thing that they impose upon them, may be seen in 
this; that there is no #nown instance among the Antiburghers of 
any Minister or Preacher objecting to this, except one Minister 
in the North, who was ordained among them gear thirty years 
ago, who absolutely refused this question. The person whe 
Assents to this formula, must confirm his assent by an appeal op 
the judgment-seat, equivalent to an oath. The words are, All 
4 these things you promise and engage unto, through grace, ag 
4 you. will be answerable at the coming of our Lord Jesu; 
„ Christ, with all his saints, and as you would desire to be 
found among that happy * at his glorious appearing.” 


1 


\ 


if n weak. 1 5 why do not they, who, suc- 
00 . e dach capdy®, of their pre- 

Wi Should the highest, church cen- 
ae e agaipst them? which, is alone pro- 
per to be e ee 17755 vhoop doctrines. are the 


most eee an SC oy uct has been the 
most abominable ? The Dr. therefore went quite 
far enough in merely. asking the question, „ Haye 
the. Seceders manifestecl. xu, virulence and 
acrimony. of spirit? Nor can the cause bein 
a, megsure dormant,” While houses of opposition 
1 Stand erected throughout, Scotland at large, with- 
0 | out the most distant overtures for Christian for- 
bearance and. love; nor is it possible that any 
| s Fiten remarks can expose them before, the pub- 


while, by. this notoriqus tack, they. cant due 
to expose themselves. 


L illustrated the dreadful effects. of this bigotry, 

by the story. respecting Roe Erskines “. This L de- 
livered.precisely. to. the” Public; as it was delivered 

to me from the mouth and pen of a Scottish Dr. 

of the Fstablished Church; and this story L 

find, in a measure contradicted, and considerably 
altered by, the pen of qur Antiburghex Dr. Now 

which Of the two. Doctors. is the most correct 

it is not, Wi me to determine. We will suppose, 

| Matter 6. balance. of chrrectness weighs in 

avour of. hy latter, as he. was. the most. f likely 

: to be best acquainted: with the. story, and the Dr. 
RE Shall take it just as he has related it. John was 
not. the. Son, byt the, Nephew.. For a time he was 
with the Burgherg,. afterwards joined the Anti- 

hur pers, 115 then for the excommunica- 

tiop of his Undgle.” John, while a pn her, cen 
ecived the Es, I Ga might, be takenSvith 

great uprightness and»integrity. - When..he.com- 
menced Antiburgher, © what vas only : a sin of 1gno- 
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(9) 
rance, while he was in sentiment With the Burgh- 
ers, is now the most intolerable erime, deserving the 
highest church censure. Forgetting therefore the 
spirit of torbearance, once needed for himself, 
no wonder that his , intolerant spirit was steeled 


against his Uncle, and that to so high a pitch, that 


while the rest of his party would have dispensed 
with his vote, his new Antiburgher conscience 


wanted no such tenderness. 


And this appears from the Dr.'s, further cor- 
rected story, Which seems, notwithstanding, a 
little incorrect. A woman outrageously accused 
John in the street in these words : © How could 
vou sit in your Synod, , and give your honest Fa- 
ther [b&fore, he was, the Uncle] to the devil? 

e gravely replied, Woman, when I sit in the 


” 


cCoufts of Christ [i. e. an Antiburgher Synod], 


sit as no man's son. And this speech, con- 
ferne humanity with christianita, the Dr. seems 
highly to approve of; for, referring to tlie bless- 
ing of the tribe of Levi, he quotes, ho sui 
nto. tas father and to his mother, I have not scen 
5 neither 4 he acknowledge his brethren, nor 
knew his own children ; for they hve observed thy 
word, and kept thy covenant*. The Dr. when he 
quotes, scripture in general, quotes it as a Chris- 
tian, but this text he quotes as a partisan; and 
it is in such a view only, that the Dr. could 


have adopted a quotation from the Old Testament, 


approving the Slaughter of three thousand men 7, 
for the idolatry committed in worshipping the 
K. calf, to justify what Mr. John Erskine 

ic, in voting for the excommunication, not 
only of his Father or Uncle 4, but also of hun- 


* Deut. xxxiii. 8, 9. + Exod. xxxii. 28. 


+ What between the Dr. and the outrageous woman 80 flatly 
contradifting each other, it does not appear whether he was 
the Uncle or Father, after all. 
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dreds of his brethren in Christ, for the crime of 
Burgherism, which he himself in no wise esteemed 
criminal but a little while before. 


Let the Dr. then have his own story, in his 
own way; and whether the wretched spirit of 
Antiburgher bigotry be not just as conspicuous 
from the Dr. 's corrected story as from that printed 


in the Journal, shall be left with the public to 


determine. £5 


Now, nothing is more evident throughout the 


word of God than that mutual forbearance should 


be exercised among the disciples of Christ. We 
cannot, in this imperfect state of things, precise- 
ly think alike : if even in the earliest ages of the 
church, differences subsisted on lesser matters, yet 


how strictly forbidden were they to suffer these dif- 


ferences to break the bonds of brotherly love, and 
to create separation between those who were all one 
in Christ! Still what pains does Dr. Jamieson take 
from the same Bible to prove the contrary,! Even a 
command for unity is by him perverted as an ar- 
gument for separation; we must, in his sense of 
the text, all speak the same things, that there 
may be no division among us, as a plea that we 
may still divide. And again, That we may be 
perfectly joined together.” Not supposing that a 
disputatious separating spirit is forbidden by that 
word, -he concludes, that text will bear them and 
others out in a shameful and entire separation 
from their brethren ; strangely supposing that all 
this spirit of division is right, because we are to 


be united “ in the same mind, and in the same 
judgment“. 


Can the Reader believe his own eyes when 1 
present before him some other sacred passages, 


* P. 37. | 
tortured 


83 


tortured to support the same spirit of division 
and separation? Speaking of Mr. Whitefield, the 
Dr. says, We may believe that a man's mi- 
nistry is attended with life and power, and that 
in many respects he is a bright luminary, and 
yet have no scr/ptural warrant to countenance His 
ministrations *.” Can any thing equal the un- 
guarded and evil tendency of this assertion, ex- 
cept indeed the argument by which he attempts to 
support it from the word of God? J may,” 
says he, withdraw from one as walking disor- 
derly, and still count him a brother.” We will 


refer to the account given of these disorderly 


brethren, 2 Taess. iii. 6. There we are told, that 
Paul, though in holy orders, © wrought with la- 
bour and travail night and day, that he might 
not be chargeable to any of them; while the dis- 
orderly. brethren among the Lait were idle, pra- 
ting busybodies, working not at all.” Is this 
text applicable to Mr. Whitefield as a disorderly 
brother? We next notice another parallel passage, 
as it respects the same characters from whom we 
are to withdraw: I have written unto you not 
to keep company, if any man that is called a bro- 
ther be a fornicator, or covetous, or an 1dolater, 
or a Trailer, or a drunkard, or an extortioner, 
with such a one no not to eat.” Can the Dr. 
mean this passage as being a proper one to serve 
the same purpose? or will he try again if he can 
make some other passages of scripture bear him 
and his denomination out, in their spirit of shame- 
ful separation from all others? and yet the Dr. 
asserts that such were still brethren in Christ, 
charged as they were with the most impure 


crimes; and then further inquires, © It thus 


from every brother, why not from ry church © 

Am I then to suppose a church guilty of such 
* P. 40. 

Iiniquitous 
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(IV |) 
iniquitous conduct, is still to be esteemed @ churok 
Christ? | 
Can we be surprized if the Dr. be not a little un- 


. fortunate in his quotations from scripture on a point 


like this? Love is the grand new command of 
the gospel. From hence shall all men know 
that ye are my disciples, if ye love one another.” 
Now, what has love to do with all these separa- 
tions, divisions, and excommunications. Yet 
again, the Dr. refers to the word of God, and 
on that ground, I trust, I am always happy to 
meet him; still relying more to sound than to 
sense, he gives us a sip of a reference from 
2 Cor. vi. 17. Come out from among them, 
and be ye separte.“ Thus quoted, it stands a 
mere spiritual nose of wax, and as the Dr. has 
applied it, he has made 1t the shape of his own 
nose exactly ; but truth will not be injured if we 
review the passage at large. Now the Bible de- 
sign of this text is to direct c/hristzans to keep 
themselves separate from the heathen world. But 
the Dr.'s design in producing a mutilated part of 
it was to vindicate the Antiburghers m separating 
from the christian world. The Dr., though ex- 
plicit enough in other matters, leaves the follow 
ing N of the text to rest in the back ground. 
What fellowship hath righteousness with un- 
righteousness? and what concord hath Chtist 
with Belial ? or what part hath he that believeth 
with an infidel? and what agreement hath the 
temple of God with idols?“ Thus, because chtis- 
tians are to be separated from infideF, therefote 
they, of the Dr.'s denomination, do right to se- 
parate from all their brethren in Christ; and to 


complete the business, sport with the solemn sen- 
tence of ex communication against their near 


neighbours the Burghers themselves. 


In the very same paragraph, wehave another in- 
I stance 


Ma. ) 


\ N 
cStance of this strange Antiburgher logic, „This 
X command,” says the Dr. come out of her my 
people, that ye be not partakers of her sins, includes 
the same idea. It immediately refers to the church 
of Rome, but it is applicable to every church that, 
like this Babylon, refuses to be healed.” So that, 
because Protestants are to have no communion 
with Papists, Protestants are to have no commu- 
nion with each other; and why not? Because 
they refuse to be healed *®. What a monstrous quo- 
tation! So that all the Protestant churches upon 
arth have ef, to be healed, and consequently, 
deserve all the awful plagues denounced against 
Rome, the Scotch Antiburghers exeepted, with 
whom alone the sovreign balm for a complete 
healing is to be found, or else why docs the Dr. 
quote it. For in no other possible point of view can 
it be applicable to his purpose. 


® Will the candid Reader forgive me, if, while 

dealing with such arguments, I lose a degree 
of patience? Have I not this patience still to 
exercise, when the Dr. as a further argument 
for all the contractedness of the Seceders, not- 
withstanding they have lately renounced the 
2 of persecution, quotes those words of our 

ord; ©* Teaching them to observe all things 
I have commanded you}?” Here he supposes 
the little differences which have exercised the 
minds of some of the Lord's best disciples, after 
their most devout attention to the word of God 
for direction, were among the all things com- 
manded by the God of patience, peace, and love; 
and for such supposed offences, giving them an 
authority to excommunicate each other. Were 
not the things there referred to, the essen- 
tial doctrines of the gospel? and yet this text, 


* P. 42. + P. 40 
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iniquitous conduct, is still to be esteemed a churok 
Christ! | 
Can we be surprized if the Dr. be not a little un- 


. fortunate in his quotations fromscripture on a point 


like this? Love is the grand new command of 
the gospel. From hence shall all men know 
that ye are my disciples, if ye love one another.” 
Now, what has love to do with all these separa- 
tions, divisions, and excommunications. Yet 
again, the Dr. refers to the word of God, and 
on that ground, I trust, I am always happy to 
meet him; still relying more to sound than to 
sense, he gives us a Sup of a reference from 
2 Cor. vi. 17. Come out from among them, 
and be ye separte.” Thus quoted, it stands a 
mere spiritual nose of wax, and as the Dr. has 
applied it, he has made 1t the shape of his own 
nose exactly ; but truth will not be injured if we 
review the passage at large. Now the Bible de- 
sign of this text is to direct c/ristians to keep 
themselves separate from the heathen world. But 
the Dr.'s design in producing a mutilated part of 
it was to vindicate the Antiburghers in separating 
from the christian world. The Dr., though ex- 
plicit enough in other matters, leaves the tollow- 
mg 5 of the text to rest in the back ground. 
What fellowship hath righteousness with uf 
righteousness? and what concord hath Chtist 
with Belial ? or what part hath he that believeth 
with an infidel? and what agreement hath the 
temple of God with idols ?” Thus, because chtis- 
tians are to be separated from infidets, therefore 
they, of the Dr.'s denomination, do right to se- 
parate from all their brethren in Christ; and to 


complete the business, sport with the solemn sen- 


tence of excommunication against their near 
neighbours the Burghers themselves. N 
In the very same paragraph, wehave another in- 

| _ $tance 


9 
stance of this strange Antiburgher logic, This 
command, says the Dr. come out of her my 
people, that ye be not partakers of her sins, includes 
the same idea. It immediately refers to the church 
of Rome, but it is applicable to every church that, 
like this Babylon, refuses to be healed.” So that, 
because Protestants are to have no communion 
with Papists, Protestants are to have no commu- 
nion with each other; and why not? Because 
they refuse to be healed *. What a monstrous quo- 
tation! So that all the Protestant churches upon 
earth have reſused to be healed, and consequently, 
deserve all the awful plagues denounced against 
Rome, the Scotch Antiburghers exeepted, with 
whom alone the sovreign balm for a complete 
healing is to be found, or else why docs the Dr. 
quote it. For in no other possible point of view can 

it be applicable to his purpose. 


M Will the . candid Reader forgive me, if, while 
= dealing with such arguments, I lose a degree 
of patience? Have I not this patience still to 


exercise, when the Dr. as a further argument 
for all the contractedness of the Seceders, not- 
withstanding they have lately renounced the 


* 2 of persecution, quotes those words of our . 
< ord, Teaching them to observe all things 

I haye commanded you?“ Here he supposcs 

<< the little differences which have exercised the 
minds of some of the Lord's best disciples, after 


their most devout attention to the word of God 


* for direction, were among the all things com- 
A manded by the God of patience, peace, and love; 
Y and for such supposed offences, giving them an 
-* authority to excommunicate each other. Were 
$ not the things there referred to, the essen- 
0 tial doctrines of the gospel? and yet this text, 
3 * P. 42. 11100 N 


— 
— 


8 * 

1 

0 

K — 
© 

* 
1 


( 24 ) 
as the Dr. has quoted it to serve the purposes 
of his party, would be equally applicable to 
very other little sectarian division of the church 
trom the purest ages of the Christian dispensation 
to the present day. And to conclude the busi- 
ness, we are presented with these words: © If 
any man consent not to wholesome words, even 
the words of the Lord Jesus Christ, and to the 
doctrme which is according to godliness, &c.“ 
One would have thought, that. neither Presbyte- 
rians, Episcopalians, nor Independents, would 
have concluded from hence a scriptural autho- 
rity to anathematize each other for differences 
about church government; yet the Dr. brings 
them forward to speak for him, as though no- 
thing but Antiburgherism were “ the wholesome 
wards of the Lord Jesus Christ,” and the only 
„ doctrine according to godlincss.” But had 
he transcribed the text at large, 1t would have 
appeared a strange quotation indeed: [Te is proud, 
knowing -nothing, but doting about qitestions and 
#trifes of words, whereof cometh envy, strife, 
rulings, evil $urmisings, perverse disputings of 

men of corrupt minds, destitute of the truth, $up- 
 posing that gain is godliness. No wonder that it 
is added respecting these, From such withdraw 
thyself, But to be told, that a. faithful and ex- 
tensively useful minister of Christ, such as the 
great and good Mr. Whitefield, was a brother 
walking disorderly, merely because in judgment 
an Episcopalian, or any thing but an Antiburgher 
Presbyterian ; and to suppose that texts of scrip- 
ture, describing the worst of professing characters, 
are to be produced against the real ministers and 
ftollowers of the Lord Jesus, for no other crime 
than because they are not agreed as it respects the 
best mode of discipline in the Christian church, 
will, I am persuaded, never be admitted by Dr. 
ns Jamieson 


( W ) - 

Jamieson himself, when he takes the honourable 
Standing of a minister of Christ, independent of 
his connexion with the Antiburgher Seceders. 
Again, surely he cannot suppose, keeping the 
unity of the Spirit,” according to his Antiburgher 
meaning of the text, can be justly produced for 
such splittings and dividings, as are perfectly dis- 
tinct from the essentials of Christianity. 


Let the Dr. however assert, that no christian 
union can subsist on terms like these, we happily 
know and experience the revezze. The lovely 
uniting $pirit which has manitested itself in our 
: late missionary exertions, has produced sufficient 
< evidence how Christians, differently educated and 
denominated, can, with the most cordial affec- 
tion, give, at least occasionally, Christian and 
Ministerial communion to each other. We have 
Seen ministers of the English and Scottish Esta- 
blishments, Burghers, Baptists, and Independents, 
(O could we but have added an Antiburgher also!) 
holding such communion with each other; and 
what injury could result to the private discipline 
of their various congregations by such an affec- 
tionate intercourse, but that the imaginary fears 
of the bigot may be alarmed, and their party dis- 
tinctions be thereby endangered? 


In some parts of the Dr.'s pamphlet I am under 
the painful necessity of positively contradicting 
him. I observed, even meeting for prixate or 
family prayer has been judged a sufficient ground 
for church censure and ex communication; this 
the Dr. denies; but I have no reason to doubt 
the veracity of those who have asserted these 
Facts *® And should the whole of the spiritual 

tyranny, 


An aged Scotch Minister informs me, that when he resided in 


North Britain about thirty years ago, he remembers it being cur- 
DE: 6 ently 


(96) | 
tyranny, with all the consequences which have 
existed, and even still exist, in the Antiburgher 
connexion, be exhibited before the Public, I be- 
lieve no great credit would be thereby gained to 
the history and mystery of Antiburgheriom “. 
ö | I must 


rently reported without contradiction, that when the above John 
Erskine lay on his death-bed, he was visited by his Father, who 
ꝓroposed going to prayer with him, but the conspentzous Son de- 
clared, he could not hear the prayer of an excommunicated Mi- 
nister! The aged Father wept, but the Son died happy, as he 
was unquestionably a very pious man. The Communicator 
of this Anecdote ehe an instance very similar; and well 
remembers, that it was deemed a much greater sin to hear a 
Burgher pray, than to hear him preach, because holding more 
immediate communion with him. | 


It is not insinuated, however, that the Antiburgher ministers 
either wish or believe, that their Burgher brethren will be given 
up to Satan, to whom they deliver chem. Mr. Mair, of, Orwell, 
having on one occasion pronounced this awful sentence, added 
immediately after, as T am told, that he hoped the Devil would 
never get a limb of the party excommunicated. 


* As the Dr. complains, “ that 1 have given an unfair and 
exaggerated account of the Antiburghers and their terms of com- 
munion,“ I will present him with a piece of information which 
Lalso received from the ſame person who was educated among 


them, and was in communion with them, till he left Scotland. 


Thirty years ago, he says, he lived in Dunfermline, and at- 
tended the ministry of an Antiburgher, whose name was Burt, 
and who preached about two miles from that place. One sum- 
mer (during his residence there), when the ordinance of the 
Lord's Supper was to be adrninistercd in the Burgher Congrega- 
tion, he attended; and heard, as he thinks, two or three good 

ospel sermons. The circumstance -which induced him to go 
was, that he had an uncle, a reputable and popular miniſter, a- 


mong them, who was expected to be there. A few weeks after, 


when the same ordinance was to be dispensed at the place where 
he statedly attended, he applied to the miniſter for a token of ad- 
mission to the Lord's Fable; but he, and some of the <lders, 
having heard of his transvression, would not give him one Gwll he 
submitted to a severe rebuke, delivered in the usual and solemn 
manner, I in the name, and by the authority, of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, rebuke you,” (reader, mark the solemn words with 
which they presume to sanction this their present spirit; and all 
this) © for the great sin of promiscuous hearing.” My friend more- 
oyer declares it to be a fact, —and an awful one it is! that 

| Swearing, 


bY must further contradict the Dr. in liis mode of 
* glossing over the conduct of the Seceders towards 


wearing, or getting drunk, on occasions, were deemed offences 
much less censured than hearing a gospel sermon from a mi- 
nister of any other denomination, and were passed over with a 
more gentle rebuke. - 


I have further authority to say, that if these facts be denied, 
me Communicator of them will give in his name, and vindicate 
the truth of this his soleinn assertion. 


My quondam Antiburgher friend farther remarks, that, du- 
"ring his connexion with them, if one of their body had lived 
even at the next door to a Burgher meeting-house, or to any 
other place of gospel worship, no excuse arising from illness, or 
distance, or any other cause, would be deemed a sufficient apolo- 
y for the crime of * promiscuous hearing ;” he must stay at home, 
and set before his neighbours the bad example of neglecting the 
public service of God, rather than transgress against these their 
wretched rules. 


Nor have we any reason to believe that their spirit and temper 
has been in any measure meliorated of late, as they were just as 
determined against the abovesaid sin; for a sin it must be, un- 
less they sin in making it so, as they have been from the be- 
ginning. See their last Sy nodical Address. 


Such an illiberal usurpation over consciences I bless God is 
utterly unknown among us in the South; and I know I shall be 
SCarcely credited in assertiag that 8uch a spirit can possibly exist 
among any in the North. 


Dr. Jameison has lately paid a visit to London: while there, 
UA unless he leſt Lis Antiburgher conscience on the other side of the 
=” Tweed, there was but one place of worship he could possibly at- 

tend, unless he was asked to be a public preacher in any place, 
2 where afterwards he would not condescend to be a hearer. What 

A an emigrant Antiburgher from the North bas to do with his con- 
science on a Sabbath-day, where none of his own fraternity are to 
be met with, | cannot divine; nor am 1 acquainted how tar, un- 


8 der such circumstances, dispensations and absolutions may be 

a granted. On this subject the Dr. may be better informed than 

= myself, having been an attendant at the worship of that chureh 
8 which traffics largely in thiese spiritual commodities. I dare not 
J. 


charge the worthy Dr. that he attended at a single meeting, and 
when he stept aside to hear Mass on a fast day at the chapel in 
Lincoln's-inn- fields, he attended with a people who at least have 
one strong feature similar to that of the Dr.'s denomination, 
acknowledging no church but their own, 5 
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Food Mr. Whitefield. He would give us to an- 


derstand, that it was only in their ecclesiasti- 
cal capacity they opposed that valuable servant of 
God for his irregular or unscriptual courses“. 
He acknowledges, that it is LIKELY EXoUGH 
the Solemn League was mentioned to him ;” and 
because he refused to be one of their body, the 
quarrel commenced. Though dead, he, by bs 
records, shall still speak for himself. I am sorry 


I cannot give the references as correct as I am 


sure the quotations are just; but at one time 
we find him observing, „ The Messrs. Erskines's 
people have kept a fast for me, and give out that 
all the work now in Scotland is only delusion, 


and by the agency of the devil.” And again, 


«++ The Seceders, who, though they had prayed for 


me at the most extravagant rate, now give out, 


that I was agitated by the devil taking it for 
granted, that all converted persons must take 
the Covenant; and that God had left the Scotch 
established church long ago; and that he would 
never work by the hands of a Curate of the 
church of England—they condemned the whole 
work as the work of the devil f, and kept a fast 
throughout all Scotland to humble themselves 
because the devil was come down in great wrath, 
and to pray that the Lord would rebuke the de- 
sfroyer, for that was my title; but the Lord re- 
buked these good men, for they split among 


themselves, and excommunicated one anotlier 4.“ 


Couid I present the Dr. with another extract, 
showing the improper spirit of the Seceders on 
this occasion, as given me when in the North, it 
would complete the business; but I believe 1 am 
accurate in the sentiment which appeared in print, 


„ P. 39, 49. + Namely, the revival of Religion. 
3Mr. Whutctield's Letters. | 
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advising Mr. Whitefield “ to wear boots as a con- 
venient covering for his cloven foot.” 


If the Dr. will pardon me that I incorrectly 
delivered the story A rok the Erskines, I can read1- 
ly pardon' him in contradicting me respecting the 
conduct of the Seceders towards Mr. Whitefield, 
it was kindly designed to lessen the odium due 
to a bad spirit then existing among those good 
people; and I delivered the story with no other 


design than to cry down the dying remains of the 


effects still kept in existence by taking the Co- 
venant. I pardon the Dr. also in his very unjust 
interpretations of my designs to blacken and 
malign the Seceders; my design being just the re- 
verse. Every poor Paisley or Glasgow weaver, 
I am satisfied, will be much more mild and candid 
in his verdict on this controversy. Lamenting 
the general depravity of the Established Church, 


though still blessed with many excellent and useful 


ministers, I spoke of the utility and necessity of 
the secession in strong language, and honourabl 
mentioned the Seceders as being a body of people 
universally acknowledged as the firm friends and 
supporters of the essential doctrines of the gospel. 
It was therefore from principles of respect, and 
not of contempt, that I lamented their contract- 
ed notions of church government, as being in- 
consistent with the spirit of Christianity, detri- 
mental to themselves, and prejudicial to the spread 
of those noble truths so universally received among 
them. When the plain simple disgipline of the 
word of God gives way to the party dogmas of 
clifferent sects, each party has unhappily the ap- 
pearance of a separate trading company setting up 
tor themsclves. Hence mere numbers arc naturally 
sought for to strengthen such contending interest, 
1 and 
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and no mall inconsistencics are frequently over- 


| looked to accomplish this end. The Dr. well 


knows how many an Antiburgher steps aside 7% 
take the Burgess oath, receives a gentle rebuke for 
his crime, and is still permitted to lice on the spoits 
of his trausgression. 


On taking a further glance at the first part of 
the Doctor's pamphlet, 1 cannot dismiss my con- 
cluding, remarks thereon, without observing in 
my own defence, that on the Note about Lifters 
and Antilifters, 1 had no more design to © blacken 
the Seceders with my brush” than Thad to blacken 
myselt. When the story was given to me, I did 
not even know that it was a Seceding Story, buf 
supposed it to be a dispute among some other 
scrupulous disciples, less noticed in the. North. 
It is somewhat strange, however, that the terms 

Lifter and Antilifter were unknown to the Dr. 
till he found them in the Journal. 


The Dr. gives many specimens of contradicting, 
as it appears to me, merely for the sake of con- 
fradieting. I observed all the secessions from the 
church of Scotland, took with them the Presby- 
terian form of government. No, says the Dr. :— 
then he mentions Glass, Barclay, and a few 


others, thinking by such almost solitary instances, 


to contradtet the general assertion“ 


Again, I observe, that heing excluded from 
all places of worship at Leith, I was obliged to go 
nut of the common way, and preach in a timber- 
yard. I am treated here also with the same spirit 
of mere contradiction ; for the Dr. tells me, it 1s 
no uncommon thing for the Presbyterians to 
preach out of doors at the time of the sacrament f 
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and that the text preached upon (the conversion 
or Zaccheus) was no uncommon text. I will not 
tlispute it with the Dr. however, that he is gone 
out of the common way, when, to prove the 
Sincerity of his own complaint, that ** the Itine- 
rant work has been too much neglected by them,“ 
should I see him booted and spurred, aud mounted 
upon his Rosinante, riding about tromtown to town, 
preachmgevery day through the weck, once, twice, 
and sométimes thrice cach dax, and continuing 
these exertions nearly throughout the vear. But 
if there be nothing uncommon in our preaching 
after all, why this uncommon stir against it? 


These labours of mine, however, the Dr. is 
pleased to style EXTEMPORANEOUS EFFUSIONS ®© 
After such an expression, he shall be at full liberty 
to possess all his other remarks on the same subject 
without the least contradiction. 


I observe, strict Independency is the Antiburgh- 
erism of the South. Here again I meet with a 
flat contradiction ; and to cover it a little, the 
Dr. draws out à long detail of their Gren on 
church government; but the observation was not 
on the church government, but the church bigotry 
of cach party ; and in this they are likeness itself. 


Before I enter upon the business of Lav 
Preaching, I must make one observation further 
on what the Dr. has advanced, especially, as it 
manifests so much of the spirit and style of 
his pamphiet. I#plead much tor Christian for- 
bearance, under the idea, that a sound faith in 
Christ, and a holy correspondent lite and con— 
versation, are the essentials of Christianity. The 
Dr. on the contrary, stands by it, he will have 


nothing to 0 do with any church but his own, allow- 


* P. 78. 1 F. 46. * 
; ng 


r 
ing only a little private intercourse in social or 
family prayer: this he calls Cristian communion ; 
yet in public, will have no more to do. with us, 
though acknowledged christians, than if we were 
| heretics, the most impure and profane, because 
this is holding ministerial communion. The dis- 
tinction is curious. If the one, why not the other? 


Now, I say, all this is a scheme of the devil's 
to divide and rule: the Dr. turns right about at 
me, and says, that to waite and rule is the 
devil's device ;” proves his doctrine, or thinks he 
proves it, from scripture, because the Jews would 
not suffer the Samaritans to build with them the 
walls of. Jerusalem. Thus the separated tribe of 
Antiburghers compare themselves, at least by the 
pen of their present Apologist, to the Lord's cir- 
cumcised Israel, who, under that dispensation, 
were prohibited from every connexion but among 
their own tribes, in direct opposition to the New 
Testament dispensation, whereby the middle wall 
of partition 1s completely broken down, to prove 
the Antiburghers do right in building up walls of 
Separation as high as the moon between them- 
selves and all other Christian churches“. 


If the Dr. meant this only as an allusion ; ge- 
nerally, allusions are taken from striking simi— 
larity of events. But his allusions from the Old 
Testament to the New are s/rikingly the re- 
verse; only as they may relate to the Antiburgher 
connexion being so ncar akin to the spirit and 
temper of that dispensation, and so entirely dif- 
terent to the genius and spirit of the gospel. It 
is on the same principle the Dr. attacks me be- 
cause I can hold Christian communion with differ- 
ent churches, notwithstanding some detects, 
Here he runs me down as holding a doctrine 
which will direct me to give the right-hand of 
RR * P. 85. 
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fellowship to the avowed” enemies of the gospel, 
and to join communion with Rome itself, with all 
its preposterous doctrines and abominable ido- 
latries; thereby concluding, that there is no pos- 
= sibility to draw the line between the innocent 
mistakes, supposing them to be such, of real 
Christians, belonging to different Protestant com- 
munions, and all the abominations exhübited in 
the antichristian church of Rome its elt. 


Controversy is, at all times, a tiresome and per- 
plexing business; but it is rendered doubly so 
when one's Antagonist appears to have a mere 
party design. I leave it entirely with our Readers, 
it, in a variety of instances, the Dr. does not af- 
"XX fect to suppose me obscure, and then grossly per- 
verts my meaning. How frequently he observes, 
If I understand you so and so, it is to be un- 
derstood so and so;“ then evidently misunder- 
stands me; thus, he stands on a pedestal of his 
own erecting, strides like a colossus, and pro- 
clams his mighty victory. L shall therefore have 
nothing more to say on the first pages of the Dr. 's 
pamphlet, as I wish to meet him on more serious 
ground, - — on that which is called Lay and 
Iiinerumt Prea ching. n 


' 


I find the first of the Dr.'s remarks on this part 
of his pamphlet are more upon 1tinerant than Lay 
=X Preaching. **. With respect to the former,” says 

be, I ham far from being an enemy to the thing 
itself. Too little, I am afraid, has been done in 
this way by the Protgstant churches f.“ A very 
gentle tap for shameful negligence! for have they 
not been notoriously deficient ? In this respect we 
lift up our testimony against the Antiburghers in 
particular, though still we will not deny them 
Christian or ministerial communion whenever they 
will accept it. The Dr.'s denomination however, 
* P. 44. 1 P. 48. 
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elves into imaginary districts; he therefore ob 

serves, no minister, as connected with a par- 
ticular church, can regularly officiate within the 
bounds of another charge belonging to it, with: 
out leave being asked or given. 


schism and disorder will speedily be introduced “.“ 
But if the Dr. will condescend to pay me an 
itinerunt visit at Wotton Underedge (where I 
write these pages), I will not only thank him 
heartily for fin assistance, but moreover engage, 
while he continues my guest, he shall never be 
guilty of the crime of hearing a ** superstitious 
piscopal “ in return; and I will give him the 
fullest evidence, that good ministers, of different 
denominations, can preach every where that men 
should repent, without wearing fetters forged by 
such narrow-minded jealousy; and without creat- 
ing confusion, only by taking a little pains in a 
friendly consultation, about the times and places 
of preaching, that we may not divide the congre- 
gations, and that we may extend our lahours to 
the utmost of our power. : 

On the very evening I write this, we meet for 
rayer, held by rotation 


mutual exhortation and Þ | 
in the difterent gospel places of worship in this 


town. Now, on this occasion, an Independent, 


a Baptist, and a superstitious Episcopal, will 
engage in the same work; we shall want but an 
Antiburgher minister to complete our joy. Thus 
what the Dr. says must create ** the greatest 
schism and disorder“ in the North, has just the 
contrary effect in the South; and if he cannot 
believe it, we know it to be a matter of fact, 
that brotherly love is not only created, but abun- 
| | r 48.7 8 
' + Not an uncommon expression among the more religlous in 
the North; the Dr, has ſomewhat like it. Page 19, | 


dantly 


it zeems, have parcelled out the work among theme | 


| And it is sup- 
posed, if this rule be not observed, the greatest 


(35 ) 
dantly augmented thereby : we have no idea of 


proving our love by keeping at a ceremonious 
distance from each other. 


But the Dr. quotes scripture to prove his point. 
And no wonder if we find him in this case, as before, 
not a little unfortunate in his quotation. © So have 
I strived to preach the gospel, not where Christ 
was named, lest I should build on another man's 
foundation *.” Did the apostle then suppose he 
did wrong in preaching whefe Christ had been 
preached before ? or did he not mean, that he not 
only did this, but more than this, in preaching 
Christ where as yet he was not named ? 

The Dr. produces another text: We are for- 
bidden to do evil that good may come f.“ So then 
preaching the gospel, contrary to his limited notion 
of the business, is doing evil, and terrible evil in- 
deed, if that text has been aptly quoted; for then 
it would have been added, our damnation is Just. 

We next observe liow the Dr. brings matters 
round, that he may secure for himself an advantage- 
ous attack : from the descr iption he gives of that sort 
of preaching, this abovesaid itinerant preaching 
is to be esteemed : Perhaps he is instrumental of 
subjecting a great many more to the curse of itch- 
ing ears, in consequence of which they may turn 
away from the truth, and be turned unto fables ; 
it is his design to catch his hearers by some new 
thing. They are so attracted by the novelty of the 
manner, or of the matter, especially if served up 
with a variety of gnecdotes both moral and enter- 
taining, or 80mewhat of the zragic-comic kind, such 
as in their hearing have never enlivened that 
dull thing called a sermon, that henceforth they 
have no relish for the tedious unitor mity of their 
regular teachers ; they can now be pleased with 


* Rom. xv. 20. T Ibid. wm 8. 0 
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nothing that is not a little eccentric; they are 
much more edified by this kind of preaching, be- 
cause the more amused*,” In my lifetime I 
scarcely ever read so much low bitter sarcasm, 
taking it in all its parts, I had almost said, from 
the pen of an avowed infidel, as herein appears 
from the pen of our Antiburgher Dr. f. 


The people who hear us, however, are the best 
judges of the charge. The Dr. himself can know 
nothing but by report, as, from the laws of his 
sect, he cannot attend upon N eee but as 
from the lips of a brother Antiburgher. Though 
I should scorn to treat this good man with lan- 
guage similar to the above, yet surely to $247l 
and to sneer,” can never be improper from the 
sample now before us. If at least, however, I 
may be allowed a smile in return for these bitter 
contemptuous sarcasms, I would observe, that 


* P. 49. 


+ How shall we account for such a reverse of temper, while 
the Dr. is vindicating tle cause of Antiburgherism, compared 
with the temper manifested in his other works already before the 
public ? | F | 
' When it is the unhappy lot of a good man to be the apologist 
for a bad cause, he is frequently lost to self poxsession. Had the 
Dr. levelled his attack upon the dead in the same style and lan- 
guage as he has treated the living, an honest faithful Latimer, 
a pleasant allegorizing Bunyan, a sentimental and ingenious Gur- 
nal, while similar abilities were discoverable in the Erskines them- 
themselves, the leaders of the Secession would have been charged 


with de:ign aud cheat, by bringing people under the cursz of 


itching ears, to draw them from the truth and to turn them to fables, 
We, Cc. and all this charge, only because good men, of their turn 
of mind, frequently prove themselves more useful, and are gene- 
rally better attended, than others not less good and excellent in 
their way, though of a more severe and phlegmatic cast. Has 
Not agracious God given to each of his ministers a different turn 
of mind? and may the v not all be quay devoted to him in the 
sacred work, using their own natura 
each other with language 80 sarcastic aud unjust? 


surely 


abilities, without insulting 


Ki. 


| surely the Dr. had slept in an Archbishop's night- 


cap, and that he was scarce awake when he treat- 


ed us with all his high church sentiments of mi- 


nister-making, so contrary, as I still think, to the 
purity and simplicity of the primitive times. And 
indeed I should have thought the less of answer- 
ing, if my view had not been to notice the argu- 
ments produced by every other priest- manufactur- 
ing denomination, which the Dr. has evidently 
concentred in his publication; for, by an uncom- 
mon method of controversy, he has been pleased 
to favour. me with his remarks on the publications 
of others. His design may have been to kill 
many birds with one stone. He should, how- 
ever, have remembered, that it was quite irrele- 


vant to address to me what he designed as an 
answer to others. 


Half the Dr.'s observations are answered at one 
stroke. He is again and again supposing that we 
à re pleading for a certain wild enthusiastic itine- 
rancy, which never entered into any one's brains 
but his own; for, while we look upon it to be the 
privilege of all to try their gifts before they are 
educated for, or admitted more immediately into 


the ministry; yet where, when, and on what bc- 


casion, has it appeared among us, that the trial of 
such gifts “ should not be, under some proper 
control?“ Just as with others, so with the Dr., 
we hear so much about ** the church,” a trial be- 
fore “ the church,” as commissioned by“ the 
church,” that one would suppose the church could 


only be found among the church of the Anti- 


burghers, or other priest manufacturing churches, 


whose cause the Dr. pleads with such liberality — 


Saving his conscience as an Antiburgher, as atter 
this kind apology he and his brethren must still 
stand aloof, | | 


[ 


Is. 


( 38.) 

Is not any company or communion of 
Christians as much the church as others? If they find 
a good Shopman, Farmer,” Blacksmith, Trades- 
man, or what not, of real grace and sound abili- 
ty, with an aptitude to teach, have not the church 
among them a right to hear him, encourage him, 

and 'grve him the right-hand of fellowshi „ with- 
out being charged with all the stark staring mal 
tricks of a set of wild enthusiasts, or as being 
worthy to be registered where the Dr. has assign- 
ed them a place, in the wretched annals of the civil 
wars during the usurpation of Oliver Cromwell * ? 
Let common sense speak for us, if such, whose 
aptitude to teach has 1 evidenced by some pre- 
vious proof of their ability, are not much more 
tikely to prove able and useful ministers of the 
gospel than can he produced from all the spiritual 
dry 1.4 ⁰series of the day. 


The Dr. must therefore ſirst make our cause a 
had one, that his attack may be attended with 
success. At one time he charges us with ** encou- 
raging men who have no regular call to the mi- 
nistry f;“ then, „that we encourage men to 
preach without any call ;” that is, we cal! them 
to preach without a call; and again he has it, 
„ preaching without any regular call }. a Now, 
if the Dr. had been a little candid towards us 
poor rhapsodical preachers, he would have repre- 
Sented us yard, and would have said, that though 
this new frightful disorderly set are free, that all 
people connected with them should try their gitts 
among themselves, by private exhortation and 
prayer, and occasionally encourage them to exer- 


eise these gifts more abundantly among their 


neighhours : yet, on the other hand, they mean 


not therel y to infringe on the standing ministry 


| 0 


of the word, but suppose such 775 will, after 
a proper time allowed to prove their stability and 
vitts, evidence themselves to be the best charac- 
ters for that sacred office. They likewise prove 
they are no enemies to human learning, as they 
put themselves to a great expence both in Eng- 
land and in Scotland, to give them all the learn- 
WT ing time and circumstances will allow. And yet 
after all this we are told, all are at liberty to 
preach „ without any call ; that we plead men 


- 
* 


4 

. 1 
* 

* 

1 : 

S 

S * 


o 


may go about aid preach without any trial ; that 
they are se{j-sent * ;” that they“ will be better 
XX ministeys who hace no education at all; and that 


«human learning is treated with contempt . 


If after all this. the Dr. complains of my per- 


versions and misconceptions, I shall be a little 


surprised. But how he should betray such 1g- 
norauce and inattention when matters of fact 
were so plain before him, to me is really astonish- 
ing. Surely he must have known that the state 
of the controversy ought to have been placed in 
a very different point of view. We appcal to the 


* Upon a further perusal of the Dr.'s pamphlet (page 83). he 
talks Xs set of Lay preachers, who claim a right to ' preach 
without any previous education for the ministry; without de- 
voting themselves to this work ; without any permission from 
(a certain thing called) an ecclesiastical judicatory 5 any invita- 
tion from a congregation ; any approbation, or even trial of 
their gifts.“ Here the Dr. seems out of breath, gives a das 
and goes forward: Who claim a right to preach wherever they 
please, if there be no physical obstruction ; who assert the perpe- 
tuity of this right; who do not subject their gifts to trial by any 
church; but claim as much authority to explain, exhort, or re- 
buke, as any can have who are ordained to the ministry of the 
word.” What a string of who's in so short a compass! no less 
than ten of them expressed orunderstood! That a sct of forward, 
ignorant enthusiasts will take such steps in a land in which liberty 
of conscience is, and ought to be allowed, is fully admitted; but 
to charge all this on the persons against whom the Dr. designs his 
publication, is not only mere declamation without evidence, but 
diametrically contrary to matters of fact. 

religious 
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religious world in general, if the present method 
of education does not. roduce too many ministers 
who prove themselves 1 ministers heartless and dry 
in Nets work; nor is their inactivity at all to be 
considered as à matter of surprise, When 81 
but the mere dint of memory and application 
among too many of them, is os supply the place 
of that natural aptitude to teach so necessary for 
the work. And how can they be discovered who” t 
have such gifts naturally belonging to them, un- 
less liberty be granted, under proper limitations, 
for the 2 of these gifts ? 


Satisfied therefore of the utility and necessity 
of such a plan, it is not probable that either the 
thunders of the established church, or the sneers 


and jealousies of some good, but nartow- minded 


people among the Seceders, will constrain us to 
give up the work we esteem to be of God, un- 
ess from the scriptures of truth it is discovered to 
us that we are acting contrary to his mind and 


will. This the Dr. attempts . and we are 


to examine what, he calls pr 


He first wishes to be clear of the character of 
an Evangelist as being no longer existent. To be 
sure, we hear of the four Evangelists, and we 
never expect to hear of a fifth : but, if the simple 
meaning of the word be zeller of glad tidings, and 


as the Dr. allows a certain degree of very limited 


e we will not dispute with him about 
the word while he grants the thing “. 


The preaching Deacons or Stewards seem to give 
the Dr. a considerable degree of trouble, lest they 
should be found among the number of Lay Preach- 
ers. He begins with Philip, and is compelled to 
a deal of hard straining” on this occasion. He 

| N 
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tells us, „It is certain, that, in some cusds Ar 
LEAST, their mission was attended by a miracu- 
ous power; then adds, ** this is evident from the 
account given of Philip.” What is evident ? © that 
he wrought miracles,” IIe should have first proved 
that this power was *confined to the primitive 
clergy, 2 125 hat the /aity had nothing to do but 
to be their humble admirers, 


He next attempts to make Philip one of the 
regular ordained primitive clergy, because he is 
called the Evangelist. But if the Dr. cannot Prove 
that the term Ev angelist, or teller of glad tidings, 
belonged exclusively to the clergy, his proof, in this 
* instance, will also be as defective as in the former. 
his I Should suppose the Dr. felt, for he says, 
Phillip. who was one of the SEVEN, and after- 
wards called to be an Evangelist.“ Here ! should 
have expected some decided quotation of an ap- 
pointment to this office; but this CALLED TO BE, 
happens to be wanting in scripture ; an unfortu— 
nate slip of the Dr.'s pen. The expression only 
being, Philip called the Evangelist“ .“ The 
fact is, this holy and gracious Jer asalem Steward 
was capable of pr eaching the word, and we hear 
he did preach ; we find nothing of his designa- 
tion to that office, but the Dr. supposes it, and 
seems to prove it by giving « little twist to the 
express10n---** called 70 be an Evangelist f.“ The 
Dr. further says, that at the time that he 
preached in Samaria, he was released by divine 
authority from scrving tables.” But as the scrip- 
tures are perfectly Silent respecting this release by 
divine authority, this assertion can be but human 
authority at the best, 


Stephen; the other preaching Stewar d, also gives 
him some considerable trouble. Indeed, he vin- 
* Acts, xxi. 8, + P. 50. 52. g 

e dicates 


| ( 42 ) 
dicates Philip from the crime of Lay Preaching, 
by the. general argument deduced from ** evtraz 
ordinary and miraculous times ;” and the like ex- 
cuse has generally been made for the otherwise 
presumptuous cgonduet of Stephen. But on this 
occasion, I think the Dr.'s observations are en- 
tirely new; for he says, „ he will not contend 
about the word preaching, although it is not used 
as to Stephen; certain men belonging to a parti- 
cular synagogue arose disputing with him.“ And 
farther, ** This you may call a sermon if you 
will that he delivered to the council, but, strict- 
ly speaking, it was merely his defence.” I am 
glad the Dr. means not to contend about the word 
preaching, though he seems to contend ahout it 
all the time; yet, let people read if it does not 
sound very much like what others of the apostles 
preached, and whether the style of his sermon 
was not much more of the nature of a charge than 
a defence. It is a pity the Dr. could not have 
made Stephen also an Evangelist; or have /ifzed 
him up a little higher out of the reach of the ex- 
temporaneous enthusiasts of the present day. His 


example, as it now stands, is certainly a danger- 
ous precedent “. | 


he Dr. brings forward the words Bishop, 
Overseer, Steward, Messenger, Angel, Ambassa- 
for ; producing all these as sent and commissioned 
Characters, and as having rule and government 
over others. Now, in the name of common sense 
who denies all this? or what has this to do as an 
argument against the exercise of gifts before such 
characters be commissioned and sent? Had tlu 

Dr. transcribed for us a long list of the kings of 
Israel and Judah, would it not have been equally 
to the purpose? only. as it may countenance the 


P. 52. ＋ F. 3 2 | 
mistaken 


(43) 
mistaken notion, that ve allow men to preach 
without any call, and that the exercise of their 
pitts is to be under no sort of control.“. 


The Dr. has a long paragraph in defence of this 
priest-making business, grounded upon that pas- 


— 


sage, How shall they preach except they 
be sent“ ?“ Now the query still is, by , whom 
are these to be sent? The Dr. determines, from 
some proper, regular manufactories. We on the 
other side of the question, suppose the word sent 
means sent of God; aid that it is highly pre- 
sumptuous and unwise to venture upon educating 
any for the sacred office before proof has been 
given that they are fit for the office. Let these 
be found as good raw materials, if I may use the 
expressſon, and we quite agree with the Dr. in, 
the propriety of giving such the further benefit of. 
erudition, while we have only to fear and lament 
lest the present bad method of conducting the 


* Some writer in the Missionary Magazine quotes that passage, 
„ Go ye forth into all the world, and preach the gogpel to every 
creature.“ He supposes © the obvious general application” to be 
in favour of 4 sort of work as we contend for. The Dr. 
“% cannot understand this, (page 53.) He thinks it can admit 
only a “ particular application,“ as belonging to those to whom 
it was particularly addresscd. Very consistent this with the con- 
cluding phrase in the text, I am with you always, even to the 
end of the world.“ (Matt. xxviii. 19, 20.) This part of the text 
the Dr. forgot to quote: he forgot also that he had admitted this 
more extended sense of the text, when he quoted that part of it, 
ti teaching them to observe all tlungsw hatsocver I have command- 
ed you.“ Even to the modern times of Antiburgherism, he brings 
it down to prove they have Christ's authority for all they do; 
- and, if it did for them, why not for us? Yet the Dr. will not 
allow us the text, though they are to have it for themselves; for 
he says, if there be any obvious general command to preach, 
-why not also of the command to baptize ? for both are conclud— 
ed in one command. Why, he should have remembered that 
we no more concluded that all were commanded to preach the 
word u ho had not ability, than that all were commanded to give 
money to the poor who had none to give, Thus he trequeatly 
perver:s our meaning, and plays upon words. 
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work should cramp the mind, and fatally damp 
the zeal, and abridge the Usefülness of the Hiebei 
while under the trammels of their artificial educa- 
tion “*. 


The Dr. urges the direction of Paul to Timo- 
thy , to commit those things which he had heard 
of him, to faithful men, who' should be able to 
teach others also. He next kindly adds,“ They 
were first to be tried whether they were to teach.“ 
This hint, so much in our favour, and so little ex- 
F deserves our peculiar thanks. 


Ihe Dr. seems equally a very kind auxiliary in 
pe that passage, in which Paul enjoined 
Titus to ordain Elders in ev ery city.” Not to 
criticise on the word elder, as it is generally ac- 
cepted in the North, I acknowledge what he fur- 
ther says, that they should be generally known 
as holding fast the faithful word, as able by sound 
doctrine to teach, to exhort, and to convince 
gainsayers.“ We conclude therefore with him, 
especially as there were then no Christian scmi- 
naries, that Titus took remarkable pains that none 
but such who had given the fullest evidence of 


their previous gifts and ability to the work, received 


a solemn designation to that office. How comfort- 
ably to travel with my worthy friend while in such 
good humour and harmony with each other yet 
we a little disagree, in the last. lines of the para- 
$798), « Their right to exhort and teach was not 
ounded on their gifts, but on their solemn call 


by ordination to the exercise.” That is, a man's 


Tight to the ministry does not exist in being fit for 


it, but in the condescending grant of his priest- 
hood, to whom he may be m $ubjettion.—50 it 
should appear after having turned an ambiguous 
expr ession into plain English. 


* P. 54. + P. 57. 
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But, alas! 1 find our comfortable ocalition 
with each other is now at an end for he quotes 
as follows: No man might take this honour to 
himself, but he who is called of God, as was 
Aaron, and ordained of men in things pertaining 
to God“. Now the Dr. honestly confesses, it is 
granted, „ that the priestly office, in itselt, did 
not prefigure the ministry of the New T estament, 

but the character of our Lord Jesus Christ, as 
our true High-priest.” Yet this text, acknow- 

ledged to be nothing to the purpose, is made to 
appear something to the purpose after all, by 
the additional quotation, ** I will take them for 
priests and for Levites f.“ Then he adds, “ In 
one respect indeed legal priests were forerunners 
of the gospel ministry; they were the stated 
teachers of the law to the people.” So were * 
Daniel, Jonah, Amos, and all the prophets, and 
vet none of them are expresly said to be of the 
tribe of Levi, but Jeremiah and Ezekiel ; though 
some of them, as Isaiah, were of noble blood. 
Amos was a herdsman, and declares, he was nei— 
ther a. prophet, nor the son of a prophet, till God 
called him to the work Did not the Dr. therefore 
run too fast in calling the legal pricsts ** the fore- 
runners of the gospel ministry?“ When a writer 
runs a great way for a far- fetched argument, his 
Journey Seldom proves advantageous to his cause. 


This good man, on the same page, next remarks, 

„ Timothy, as would Seem, was an extraordinary 
ihinietes.” These words, as would Seen, ertra- 
ordinary ministers, and extraordinary times, are 
very convenient; though there appears, as wou!d 
em, nothing more extraordinary in Timothy 
than 1 in others, unless that he was an extraordi- 
nary good man. Then the Dr. quotes, “ Neg- 


* P.56. | +. Isa. Ixvi. 21. 
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a right to the office from his gifts and graces. 


5 6 5% 

glect not the gift that is in thee, which was given 
thee by, or according to prophecy, with the lay- 
ing ou of the hands of the presbytery.” Now, 
hac the Dr. produced this passage against Quakers, 
who deny the necessity of a standing ministry, 
and consequently, the utility of any ordination 
whatever, it might have been somewhat to the 
purpose. At present it only stands tor a shew of 
words without argument. 


The Dr. however proceeds: © IT Is nion 
PROBABLE, the TY gift here denotes office.” 
So that when the apostle further says, “ Stir up 
the gift that is in thee,” according to the rea- 
soning from the high probability, this should have 
been worded, “ Stir up the ice which is in 
thee.” Now, though I should suppose the im- 
mediate design of the Dr. in this remark is, 
that a man's right to the ministry is not in the 
gift, but in the office; yet, as I find him more 
than once mounted on the high probability, in- 
tead of an argument, we will not suppose him in- 
accessible notwithstanding. To s{r up an office 1s 
certainly an odd sort of an expression“. 

| | Hitherto 


* That the Dr. may prove the word gift means © gift of 
office,” as he calls it, he refers to Rom. - x11, 6. Having then 
gifts differing according to the grace that is given to us, whether 
prophtsy, let us prophecy according to the propor ion of faith.” 

Now, first, in what point of view a gift of grace is her eo be 


understood as “ a gift of office,” I cannot devise; nor yet can I 


find out why the Dr. has produced this passage to prove that a 
man has no right to be a preacher from his gifts and graces, but 
only from his office, while the text plainly decides a person has 
If the Dr. can 
bring us no better proof that the word y«p our meaus office, 


Jam afraid he will be found as defective in his criticisms as he 
has been unfortunate in his quotations. 


Is it not high time that the Dr. should rub his eyes, and 
sce what he has been at? First, all that are called Elders in 
tue church of Scotiand are Laymen; and these he observes, 
om scripture references, should be men able by sound doctrine 

| | | o 


(-&) 
Hitherto my antagonist has been upon the offen- 


sive; he now appears on the detensive. I find he 
feels himself cousiderably grappled from Acts, viii. 


200 they were all scattered abroad throughout the re— 
gions of Judca and Samaria, except the apostles; 
W therefore they that were scattered abroad went 
every where preaching the word.” Now they cvi- 
dently refers to the scattered congregation. And 
WE what puzzles yet more is, that the apostles con- 
RE tinued still at Jerusalem. | 


Ihe Dr.'s first business is to limit the word 
all, otherwise: © It all were scattercd, the apostles 
=E would have remained without anv church to which 


they could administer. Now he well knows, the 


old formal word church only means congregation ; 
and if the congregation were scattered, there was 
no congregation left, excepting that the apostles 
FX were a little congregation, or, it he likes it, a 
= church among themselves. Now, whether some, 
or all, were scattered, in point of argument, is 
nothing to the purposc. We lind the Dr. again 


= clealing in the dilemma. The first was a very sur- 


X mountable business; but the second I consider as 
the most curious I ever met with. First, it is evi— 
dent that some of the congregation (tor the Dr. 
shall have the word all as he wishes it, in a re- 
stricted sense) went every where preaching the 
word. No, says the Dr. for if the men preach— 
ed, it will be naturally supposed. as women fled 
as well as men, therefore, as they were or the 
church, they must have preached also;“ so that 


* 


to convince the gainsayers; men able to teach others also. Aud 
from these words he proves, just contrary to the Bible, that none 

Should teach till after they are ordained ; while scripture has de— 
cided it, that none but such as can teach ought to be ordaine«!, 
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1, 4. ** At that time there was a great persecution - 
against the church which was at Jerusalem, and 
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none of them preached. Did the Dr. mean this 


as wit or argument? What will not even wise men 


say when they have a Pope to carry, comp 80 many 
dithculties to surmount? 


The Dr. tries further to bring off this business 
by observing, ** It is most natural to conclude” 
(the same species of argument with the high pro- 
bability), ** that they who went every where 
preaching the word, were entrusted with official 
character, as Philip was.“ But first, he untortunate- 


ly failed in proving that Philip was ** entrusted 


with the official character,“ as he calls it; nor does 
he pretend to prove that others were 50 entrust- 
ed ; he observes it is a © most natural conclu- 
sion.“ Others have just the Same right to observe, 
that the conclusion was the most tar fetched and 
unnatural that could well have been devised. 


He further says, „It is not said of those who 
were scattered, that they went zeaching, but that 
they went preaching the word. Now, no other pas- 
Sage can be pr oduced where this phrase is used 
with respect to any who were Not in office,” though 
it at once struck me, were they in office“ who 
preac hed another gospel ; even perverted the gos- 

bel, and who preuc hed another Jesus, that 
Paul had not preached? Yet one quotation further 
proves the words perfectly synonimous; © they 
ce not to teach and preach Jesus,“ (Act . 

Vet this is begging the question after all; for 
thi Dr. will have it so, wherever-he finds a preach- 
ing Steward or Brother, he was a regularly ordain- 
ed clerg1 2yman of the primitive church. 


The Dr. 's last shift is to apply to Guise and Gill. 


Now, the propriety of Lay-Preaching is univer- 
sally Ende n to be the sentiment both of Independ- 


ents and Baptists, who arc independents in church 
goy ern 


49) 

government. The Dr. adds, that these Comment: 
utors were fully convinced that the a here 
meant were the ordinary preachers *.” Who ever 
doubted it ? If they preached, they were preach- 
ers, and just what the Dr. would have called lay- 
preachers ; had they been called evtraordinary 
preachers, 1t would have served his purpose of con- 
lining their example to primitive times. 


But I am astonished the Dr. should fly to two 
such advocates to plead his cause, and that he 
should be so unacquainted with the method gene- 
rally adopted among the English Independents in 
their different places of education, as to suppose 
that these good men should write so much against 
their own principles of allowing the liberty to 
preach among all their gifted brethren}. As soon 
should I expect to read an elaborate pamphlet writ- 
ten by Dr. Jamieson, even while he continues in 
his present connexion, shewing that whatever 
covenants were taken under the Old Testament 
dispensation, yet that we had not the most distant 
hint that such covenants were ever adopted under 
the purer and stronger dispensation of the gospel, 
and which is in itself a dispensation so obligatory, 
especially in the ordinance of the communion, as 
renders -every other covenant whatever nothin 
less than a reflection on the fulness and blessed- 
ness of that sacred covenant ordained of God 
himself. As soon also should I expect to find the 
Same Dr., page after page, exposing the exceed- 
ing mischiefs, animosities, and divisions, which 
have been "made by these covenants of mere hu- 
man authority, whereby Clristians have been led 
to separate, and still continue to be separated 
from each other, manifesting the most unchristian 

spirit before the world at large; and then produ- 


* P. 57 p + P. 60. 
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cing all those sacred lovely passages, though so 
sadly distorted in his present 8 direct- 
ing us to speak the same things, to be 
joined in the same spirit,“ -forbiding that there 
Should be “ any divisions among us who are all 
one in Christ Jesus, as a proof trom the word of 
God that such a wretched spirit is utterly unbe- 
coming the peaceful gospel of Christ. 


But to proceed: The Dr. speaking of the men 
of Cyprus and Cyrene, as being some of them 
who were scattered abroad, says, It is highly 
probable, that one of these was Lucius of Cyrene.” 
And what at that? Nevertheless, as I here find 
the Dr. again mounted upon his high probabilit UA 
I shall not presume on an n ef 


But the Dr. has still more difficult ground to 
get over on the same page; for he observes, An 
argument has been ounded on the language of 
the apostle Peter: As every man hath received 
the gift, even, 80 minister the same one to another, 
as good stewards of the manitold grace of God; 
if any. man minister, let him do it as of the abi- 
lity which God giveth f.“ He Says, There is no 
CERTAIN, PROOF that speaking is here meant 
of preaching}.” But, at least from this text, we 
may stand equal with the Dr. on a high probabj- 
lity : and a little higher still, if the fair common 
sense meaning be allowed to words. For, by the 
same method of reasoning, there was no certain 
pt that Paul ever preached to the Gentiles, 


or he only spake. to them . So the command 


given to the apostles is no certain proof that they 
' breached in the Temple, as the angel _—_ them 
no farther direction than to go and speak to 


p. 60. + 1 Pet. iv. 10, 11. , 1 Thess. ii. 16. $ P. 60. 
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the people the words of this life *.” I only re- 
quest every man who has a Concordance, to look 
over the word speak, and he will find it a very 
common general word for preaching ; and I am 
satisfied the Dr. would not have made use of such 
a criticism if he had been contending upon surer 
ground, and for a better cause. | 


The Dr.'s next difficulty respects the preaching 
of Apollos before a regular call received. To 
plain reason, the text presents us with no difficul- 
ty: © A certain Jew, named Apollos, born at 
Alexandria, an eloquent man, and mighty in the 
scriptures, came to Ephesus. This man was in- 
structed in the ways of the Lord, and being fer- 
vent in spirit, he spake and taught diligently the 
things of the Lord, knowing only the baptism of 
John f.“ Now, knowing no more than this, he 
certainly did not preach by apostolic commission. 
Perhaps it might have helped the cause a little, had 
it been supposed he was ordained by John the 
Baptist. I am sure he might quite as well have 
supposed this, as that he was sbut up in the sy- 
nagogue exclusively at Ephesus, till after his 
supposed regular admission irfto the Christian mi- 
nistry, and his spposed advancement to the office 


of Evangelist by the expression watering the 
churches. 


But to put a face upon this business, we are 
told, that These synagogues had peculiar cus- 
toms, which form no pattern tor the Christian 
church.” I did not know that there was much 
more analogy between a Jewish synagogue and 
a Christian society, than there is between a syl- 
logism and a rose. All that I can find is, that 
they were built merely as places for public instrue- 


* Acts, v. 20. Ib. 18. 24. 28. 
| F 2 tinn; 


( 58 } ; 
tion; and any one who had the word of instruc- E 
tion was at liberty to speak. This appears evi- ö 


dently as it respects our Lord and his disciples, 
and in many places throughout the Acts. 


Now that this liberty was allowed among the 
Jews is undeniable. What end therefore could 
be answered in confining Apollos to the synagogue 
at Ephesus, I cannot devise“. If it was wrong Wi 
for him to preach in one place, it was wrong for Wl 
him to preach in another ; and if Apollos preached 
in the Ephesian synagogue, I will engage for it 
others more deeply instructed in Chri istianity were 
found to preach there also. If therefore the Dr. 
could but prove that what was evidently allowed 
to the Jews, was at the same time, or a little at- 
terwards, prohibited among Christians, and bring 
chapter and verse to substantiate that point, he * 
would have produced a better argument than if 

ug had collected a thousand suppositions. 


| For, doubtless, according to the Dr.'s ideas, had 
Apollos really offended, we should have found 
some proper words of castigation or direction by the 
.Synod that then was, against @ disorderiy brother. 
But notwithstanding, this Lay-Preaching Apollos, 
though he preached before holy orders, and in the 
same places where the Apostles themselves gene- 
rally preached, viz. in the synagogues, instead 
of a rebuke from the very face of the scriptures, 
received just the reverse; for we next find, that 
* when Aquilla and Priscilla had heard of him, 
they took him unto them, and expounded unto 
him the way of God more perfectly; ; and when he 
was dispose to pass into Achaia, the brethren 
wrote, exhorting the disciples to receive him; who, 
when he was come, helped them much through 
grace.” Now, it most evidently appears, that the 
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disciples found this eloquent, zealous, half-convert- 


ed Christian preaching with great fervout and dili- 


gence, without their knowledge or immediate con- 
sent, simply following the emotions of his own 
pure and upright mind. 


But the word o disposed,” is another trouble- 
some passage in the text. This suits ill with the 
idea now in vogue respecting imaginary districts, 
arising from the narrow contracted spirit of modern 


times, when contrasted with those happier seasons 


in primitive days, in which they were enabled, with. 
the greatest justice and freedom to say, that 1t was 
in simplicity and godly sincerity, and not with 
fleshly wisdom, they had their conversation in the 
world.” When such divisions appeared in those 
days, the question was asked, Are ye not carnal 
Li. e. fleshly], and walk as men? 


To follow the Dr. throughout all the long string 
of the rest of his suppositions and conjectures “, 
and so contrary to the plain obvious sense of the 
passage itself, especially When he presents us with 


no other argument than ** the highly and most 


probable,” can be of no service to the controversy, 
as the mayor part of them are nothing to the 
point, but only as they serve to set us off as coun- 
tenancing preachers, without any regular call,” 
as being self-sent missionaries;“ and who pre— 
tend to preach without any other attestation than 
the good opinion we have of our own gifts, &c. 
It straining hard had not put the Dr. in an ill 
humour in his contluding remarks on this Lay- 
Preaching Apollos, he would not have written in 
a style so incautious and severe: for the above 
are his expressions on this very suhject. 


Dr. Jamieson has his fears lest that passage also 
should sound a little too favourable to Lay-Preach- 
P. 5c. to 69. 


ing 
ing 


( 94 ) 


ing: Many of the brethren in the Lord, waxing 
confident by my bonds, are much more bold to 
speak the word without fear “.“ 


ere he gravely observes, every unprejudiced 
reader would understand his language as implying 
that the persons referred to had formerly been 
preachers. This is fully admitted. Thus for I am 
one of his unprejudiced readers—but still they 
were preaching brethren. The Dr. acknowledges 
that the expression brethren must, in many 
places (he might have said in most places), he un- 
derstood of Christians in general,” But then again, 
the term brethren must, in a variety of Pas84ges, 
be understood as limited to ministers f.“ Certainly, 
where one minister speaks of another minister, and 
calls him brother, it must be limited to that minis- 
ter to whom it was spoken. But by what authority 
does my antagonist, in the text before us, thus li- 
mit the expression! ? Such is the forced and un- 
natural limitation of words to which his cause im- 
pels him to resort. 


The Dr. has next to get clear of that expression, 
Not forsaking the assembling of ourselves to- 
gether, as the manner of some is, but exhorting 
one another. Here our author shelters himself un- 
der the observations of the learned I: It has been 
argued-by some earned interpreters, that the term 
rendered assembling together, does not properly 
refer to assembling in public, but to private inter- 
course.“ But the Dr. and his learned friends might 
have remembered, excepting when the apoxtles c OC- 
caszonally preached to the multitude, the primitive 
disciples had all their churches or congregations 
in private houses: driven about by the rage of per- 
secution, they frequently „had no certain dwell- 

ing- places. At one time, we find them hid 1 in 


+ Heb: x. 3 1.6 © Ibid. 
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an upper room for fear of the Jews; and not 
much better off at another time for fear of the 
Gentiles; St. Paul's church at Rome itself being 
nothing but his own hired house. But then what 
becomes of the argument against Lay Preaching, 
if these were churches, and the good people ex- 
horted one another ? 


He then therefore forsakes the ground of the 
learned, supposing it not very tenable, grants them 
co be churches, but by no means admits they ex- 
horted one another.” Then, if they had no regular - 
=X ordained minister among them, he can have no 
doubt but it must have been a silent meeting, as 
among Quakers. He gives us therefore to under- 
stand, it means, They provoked one another.” 
To what? Why, not to forsake the assembling 
ourselves together, as the manner of some is.“ 
What a clever invention! the text is just turned 
bottom uppermost. We vulgar readers concluded 
the passage meant, that they assembled them- 
selves together to exhort one another. The Dr. 
gives us to understand, that it meant to exhort one 
another to assemble themselves together. We 
conceived the passage answered as a fair sailing- 
boat to bring us sately through the difficulties of 
Lay-Preaching, while, all at once, the Dr. comes 


and tilts us over in the abyss of his profound in- 
vention! | 


The Dr. has some further arguments to answer 
as being favourable to Lay-Preaching ; he © thinks 
it rather strange to ask who sent Luther and 
Calvin, and other great men, to preach the gos— 
pel.” He supposes the question sufficiently an- 
swered by admitting, that though their ordina- 
tion was from Rome, and consequently thorough-: 
ly corrupt, it was still valid. So that a Popish 
ordination to say mass, and preach merit, is to 

G stand 
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G 
Protestant ordination, to administer 
the sacraments and preach the gospel. But then 
she annihilated her ordination by her excommu- 
nication. To this it is answered: *© She was 
right in the essential parts of her ordination, | 
but altogether wrong in her excommunication.” 
Though I cannot see why she was not as wrong in 
the one as in the other; for most churches claim 
the power to take away where they have the power 
to give“. | | 


Now I confess I should tremble for the cause of 
Lay-Preaching, if we had no better argument to 
Support it than the above. It is not so very 
strange, however, to ask the question, as it is to 
find so many Protestant churches making so much 
of a Popish ordination, for the sake of a chimerical 
apostolic suecession; nor near so strange as to find, 
that an Antiburgher minister can plead the cause 
of ordination as derived from © this Mother of 
_ Harlots or Abominations : supposing that a suc- 
cessional title to the ministry of the word. could 
flow to them from a channel so perfectly corrupt, 
while they are so pure, that they can, with con- 
fidence, It up a testimony against every Protestant 
church on earth beside their own. 


Dr. Jamieson next produces a scruple of con- 
Science, as it related to John Knox, respecting 
the ministry, supposing that it would corroborate 
his argument as above. Now, one would have 
concluded this scruple of conscience would de- 
cidedly have determined, that the valuable Re- 
former would not have opened his mouth till after 
aà regular and formal ordination. Herein I just 
transcribe the Dr. as I find him f: That emi- 

neat servant of God, John Knox at first utter- 


*The Antiburghers claim the same power. + Page £4 
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( 57 ) 
ly refused to listen to the earnest entreaties of 
John Roughe, preacher, who wished him to en- 


ter on public work because he was himself op- 


pressed by the multitude of labours. Ile alleged, 
Ay hat he wald not rin quhair God had not call- 
it him.” And it was only after he had been pub- 
licly charged by the said Mr. Roughe in the 
nume of God, and of his Son Jesus Christ, and 
of the whole congregation, to take on him the 
office and charge of preaching, that he complied, 
as himself declares, © with greif and trobill of 
hairt, Now for what reason this quotation was 
produced I really cannot discover. Did the Dr. 
mean to assert, that John Knox being publicly 
charged by Mr. Roughe in the name of God and 
of his Son Jesus Christ, and of the whole congre- 
gation, was a sufficient call to the ministry? or 


did some naughty designing person slip this into 


the Dr.'s pamphlet, to prove, that the worthy 
Reformer, dissatisfied with a Papal commission, 
would not stir till the mere call or charge of Mr. 
Roughe and the people, without any turther or- 
dination, Set him forward in the blessed work of 
retormation * * 

The Dr. next asks the question, What are 
private Christians to do, who are animated by ar- 
dent love to perishing souls, when they are neg- 
lected by others who are in office f?“ The an- 
swer is so hard and cruel as really fills me with 
Surprise :---nothing is to be done for them, though 
for lack of knowledge, they perish by thousands. 
No hand is to snatch these brands from the burn- 
ing, unless in their way authorized tor the work. 
Still the Dr. vouchsafes a list of things that a 
layman may lawfully do. without the leave of his 
priests. <* They may,” says he, ** plead with 
their mother.” But I fear, if precious souls are 
to be left to the success of such pleadings with 
these different old mothers, they must be left in 


* P. 07. + Ibid. 
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a terrible plight in the interval. But if she re- 
sists all their pleadings they may ** apply to some 


religious society in which the gospel is preach- 


ed.” I wish some obedient son of an Antiburgher 
congregation would try the experiment, and 
invite any minister of another denomination to 
preach the word of lite to poor perishing souls, 
and we should soon see the result. Again, 
they may contribute their substance for send- 
ing the gospel in @ regular way *"----that is, if 
they have any substance to contribute. A won- 
dertully gracious permission! And further, they 
may, as they have opportunity, pricately erhort 
them as to the ministers they should go to hear,” 
taking care not to infringe upon the hot! y erat, 
by giving a little advice to perishing souls, 
though perhaps twenty times better and fitter 
men tor it than the priests who forbid them. And 
lastly, if they may not preach, they may pray the 
Lord of the harvest that he will send torth la- 
bourers into his harvest.“ And vet, if the Lord 
answers the prayer, and gives zeal and ability for 
the glorious work, instead of such being accept- 
ed and ordained to the office, it must be left to 
these different priesthoods, and these old mo- 
thers, how far they may.or may not exert them- 
Selves for the salvation of immortal souls. 

Is then no humane man, though skilled in medi- 
cine, at liberty to heal his dying neighbours, be- 


cause he does not act under a regular diploma? 


May not one give a little good advice to such 
as need it, though not regularly bred to the 
profession of the law: 


In the next page my Remarker further ob- 
serves: Zeal tor the salvation of others, is not 


* That can be in no way but the Antiburgher way, they 
having lifred up their testimony against all Christian churches 


for their * ways. 
a Suth- 


990 

a sufficient call to the work of the ministry"—and 
no one ever thought it was, without suitable gifts 
and graces ; and then he quotes our Lord's pro- 
hibitory words to his apostles, under the dispen— 
sation of that day, not to go into the way of the 
Gentiles, nor to enter into any of the cities of the 


Samaritans. Supposing it might have then been 
argued, „ are not the souls of Gentiles and Sa- 


maritans as precious as those of the Jews *:" 
Thus he sets us arg guing against the express com- 
mand of our Lord: in hat day, to shew that we 
are not in our day to obey another express com- 
mand, „ to preach the gospel to every creature, 
even to the end of the world,” 


It may now be necessary further to remark, 
that the Dr.'s con/utation of the scriptures in fa— 
your of Lay-Preaching, to continue the old Po— 
pish nick-aame, is very incomplete, several pas- 
dages on this subject having been omitted. 


First, He should have obviated that passage in 
Col. iii. 16. which looks so tavourably towards our 
cause: Let the word of Christ dwell in vourtichly, 
in all wisdom, teaching and admonishing one ano- 
ther in psalms, hymns, and spiritual songs, singing 
with grace in your hearts unto the Lord.” Ilere the 
Dr. might be quick upon us, by observing, the 
teaching and admonishing is only in psutms and 
hymns, "and Sparutual songs; and if these were 
then performed as they now are in the North, 
with their doggrel version of David's Palms, 
and their method of singing were the same, they 
must have heen very editying meetings indeed. 
But lest I should be taken tor a barbarian, I Will 
do as the Dr. has done, put myselt under the 
protection of_the learned. The annotations ex- 
tracted from the Synopsis of the learned Poole, 
thus give the interpretation of the text: © It 


* P. 68. 
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all the saints at Colosse were concerned in this e 
hortation, the Papists oppose the spirit of God in 
excluding (tllose they call) the taity from fa- 
miliarity "with the scriptures in their mother- 
tongue; being that all Christians are here indis- 
pensably obliged to instract and warn themselves 


according to "the original word, as well as each 


other mutually. Then the use of the word, and 
the manner of expressing their thankfulness 
to God among themselves, is in singing his 
praises in psalms and hymns, and piritual songs.“ 

So that it was the opinion of Poole, that they did 
not only teach and exhort by Singing, which 
would have been an odd way of accomplishing 


the business; but that teaching and exhorting 


was one part of the work, and singing was  ano- 
ther. Now, if teaching and exhorting are to be 
considered as being somewhat different from 


preaching, I would have the Dr. look at his“ 


oncordance ; and in many places he will find 
the expression to mean precisely the same thing. 


Leaving him, however, to settle this matter with 
Mr. Poole, I proceed to 1 Cor. xii. 7. It is there 
said, *f* the manifestation of the Spirit is given to 
every man to profit withal.“ Now, if the Dr. 
pleases, we will limit the words every man, to every 
man who had ability. This, however, will hardly 
bring oft the business: we will therefore turther 
admit, that these were extraordinary times, and 
extraordinary gifts were spoken of; but then if 
this privilege was granted to all among the 
Jews before the extraor dinary times commenced, 
and the same conduct precisely followed after 
their commencement, the analogous reasoning 
then is not only strong, that it was still lawful. 
but also Sanctioned by the Holy: Ghost, who then 


* This expression was as much detested by the Presbyterian 
a century ago, as the modern ones admire it. 
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more immediately presided over the congrega- 
tions of the primitive saints. 


Let this passage be considered in its connexion 
a little farther, and compared with chapter xiv. 
where we find a plain account of the mode of 
worship at these primitive meetings, when there 
was more of the spirit, and less of the form, than 


in later ages. Still we grant the times were ex- 


traordinary ; but if nothing is to be done like 
the primitive church, because they were extraor- 
dinary times, then we must neither administer the 
ordinance of the Lord's Supper, nor Baptism, 
for the same reason. But upon the face of the 
chapter what do we find? That public praying, 
prophesying, singing of psalms, speaking with 
tongues, were open to all. But we may be told, 
nothing can be advanced for ordinary TA 
Preaching from this extraordinary prephesying. 
On this word the argument may scem to hinge. 
Matthew Poole, no Lay-Preacher, nor enemy to 
human learning, decidedly determines, * that 
rophesying was given but to few under the New 
Testament dispensation ;” and * that it was more 
probable that he speaketh of an ability to open 
the scriptures, either by immediate revelation, or 
by ordinary meditation.“ And 1n this sense they 
might a prophesy one by one! A terrible ex- 
pression, for its unlimited extent. in the judgment 
of all priest-making denominations |! 


But to confirm the sentiments of Poole, and 
many others throughout the whole ot the chapter, 
there appears not the most distant hint about 
toretelling future events; it is merely on the sub— 
ject of ** edifying one another,“ see verses 4.; 
19. 24, 25. 29.: in short the whole runs upon 
the principle, that to prophesy was the most pre- 
terable, because it was the mode of general edi— 

fication 
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fication. Nor yet did the times appear $0 very 
extraordinary after all, but that a consderable 
degree of disorder was found among them which 
needed some correction. As a further proof of this 
we read verse 29: Let the prophets speak, two 
or three, and let others judge.” This prophesy- 
ing, therefore, could not have been under such 
an immediate inspiration as we find in other parts 
of Scripture, for then, judging would have been 
quite out of the question. Nor yet could the 
Apostle have said to them, v. 20. ** Be not chil- 
dren in understanding,“ if “ the word of wis- 
dom” had always been upon them as on the day 
of Pentecost. It therefore appears, that a degree 
of human weakness had already mixed itselt i in 
their solemn assemblies: and if we find the same 
human weakness attending in our days also, we 
are not authorized thereby to relinquish the di- 
vine precedent set before us in the word of God, 
and attempt to mend the matter, by making up 
ministers, whom God never designed for "the 
office, by the cramped rules and inventions of 
men. 


I shall only present the Dr. with two other 
texts, peculiarly worthy the consideration of a 
Presbyterian divine. I believe we are both nearlly 
agreed in our ideas of the character and office of 
the Elder. Now, many of these were to be or- 
dained,“ or, according to its more simple mean- 
ing, appointed,“ in every city. Every Presby- 
terian congregation, theretore, has many elders 
appointed over the same church: now, these el- 
ders, as Was originally appointed, were not only 
to be apt to teach,” but also “ able, by Sound 
doctrine or teaching, 5. x, l a, both to exhort and 
convince gainsayers,” Tit. J. 9. ; and it sc ems 
they had enough to do in this work; tor there 
: Were 


G 


were many of this sort, “ especially they of the 
elreumcision.“ Dr. Jamieson knows it is no un— 
common thing for such as are of the “ stricter 
Sects” to be the most contentious. Now, I ask 
him, is there no difference between us office, aud 
character, and that of his elders > It so, how 
would he like such a set oft-clilers in his church? 
or, what sort of discipline and correction would 
they soon meet with, were they such as simply 
followed the direction thus given them in the 
word of God? Or will he say, ** teaching, exhort- 
ing, and convincing gamvsavers, ” is not public li 
preaching * Or, would he and his brethren re- 1 
nounce their own church government, and side 


with the Independents? some of whom suppose | 
these were all separate pastors of little independent | 
churches in the same city, overlooking the diffi— | 
culty of Titus being directed to appoint them ! f 
I fairly lay this question before every Presbyte- [1 
rian in Scotland, whether these elders were not | 
evidently designed as coadjutors in the office of Fl 


the ministry; and whether they must not have 
been i little public in their work, when gain— 
Sayers were to be exhorted and convinced by 
their instrumentality; and may it not be SUP- 
posed, that all this might be done without in- 
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tringing on the Standing ministry of the word? i 
| 
That 1 may farther keep in the good graces of i 
my Presbyterian brethren, the platfor m of whose il 
church government, in many yespects, I admire, 
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1 observe, that when Paul writes to the 'Thessalo- 
niaus, he writes only to the church, not the | 
churches. Now, the members of this one church, 1 
or congregation, he thus exhorts : “ We beseech 
you, brethren, to know them which labour among 
you, and are over you in the Lord, and admo- 


ish 
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nish you; and esteem them N highly in love 
tor their works sake “. 


The Independents, who very jqustly and univer- 
sally admit the propriety of Lay-Preaching, would 
probably give us this solution of the difficulty: 

they would call them * the gifted brethren be— 

longing to the church,” as they generally express 
themselves ; but this would not do for the Dr. 
By his opposition to Lay-Preaching he puts 
himself into difficulties, which, from the nature 
of his own church government, might have heen 
easily explained; for, admitting the natural solu- 
tion, that these labourers and admonishers were 
some of the elders, or bishops, or overseers, that 
were to be ordained or appointed in every city, 
we find nothing here but what is perfectly con- 
sistent with their characters, as before mentioned, 

namely, that they were they who were “ able 
by Sound doctrine to convince and exhort gain- 
sayers.“ Admitting, therefore, that the elders. 
or overseers who were appointed had a measure 
of gifts, so as to be qualified, in a subordinate de- 
gree, to be the helpers in the ministry of the 
word, agrecable to the 14th chap. of the Ist Epistle 
to Corinthians, the ground 1s natural, and every 
term explains itself; "but if this ground does not 
please my opponent, he is at liberty to seek for 


another standing from whence he may better de- 
fend his cause . 


I would lastly observe on this part of the sub- 
ject, that it 1s pretty evident a controversailist 
has the-wrong side of the question when he has 
principally to avoid or evade the arguments of his 
opponent ; or, in other words, when he has to get 

*. 3 Thees. v. 18. 


+ The Dr. might further, have been reminded, that in v. 11. 
they were to „ edify one another,” and ver. 14, they were to 
_ « warnthe unruly, and comfort the feeble-minded;” it should 
appear, therefore, that their mouths were not $0 closely locked 
up as he would give us to understand. 
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ober a number of difficult passages. Through several 
long pages I find the Dr. at this work: and ma- 
ny of these difficult passages he discovers in the 
Acts of the Apostles. 


Now, Dr. Paley, as was before noticed in a for- 
mer publication, observes from that book, and 
other collateral passages of Scripture, a striking 
similarity between the primitive Christians, and 
the modern Methodists and Moravians ; and we 
have reason to thank him for the comparison, 
though we lament being so much beneath the 
mark. Dr. Jamieson, however, cannot discover 
the smallest resemblance whatever: but that he 
has found himselt a little pinched, 1s evident 
enough. The business could not be trusted to 
a common sense e er s but to high pro- 


babilities and far-tetched deductions. To illus- 


trate this remark, we will see if we cannot con- 
ceive a 29th chapter of Acts more consistent with the 
presupposed ideas of the Dr. respecting the restric- 
tions and regulations of the gospel ministry in 
the primitive church. 


Acts xxix. 

Ver. 1. Then Paul and Silas hearing that 
certain disciples in the regions of Phrygia and 
Pamphilia did preach unto the multitude, and in 
the synagogues of the Jews, | 


2. They sent unto them Mark, and certain 
other brethren, from Antioch, to know con- 
cerning them, whether thęy were ordained by 
Titus, or any of the Apostles or Eyangelists. 


Now here we might have supposed that this was 
no argument against Lay-Preaching, as they were 
only sent to inquire, and that it was highly pro- 
bable they might huve been Lay- Preachers before, 
and that Titus might afterwards have ordained 
' them ; then the Dr. in return would have cut us 

187 II short 
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short in his answer, by observing, that though 
we strained hard, yet the plain meaning of the 
text inferred a censure on those who preached 
without orders, and that, consequently, all the 
#uppositions, and high probabilities, were nothing 
to the purpose. 


We will now suppose the sense of the chapter 
to be continued till 


Ver. 14. After certain days the disciples 
which were at Antioch sent certain of their bre- 
thren, fit and chosen men, unto James and John, 
and unto the apostles and elders which were at 
Jerusalem, that they might be ordained to preach 
unto the Gentiles that were in the regions of 
Phrygia and Pisidia. 


Here again we mght have supposed, that it 
is highly probable they might have gone out as 
Lay-Preachers before they had been sent out as 
ordained ministers ; 'and that the Apostles might 
have known they were good preachers, and there- 
fore miZht have ordained them. Here, however, 
the Dr. would still have held us fast in hand, 
smiled at our $wppostions, and brought us down 
from our g probabilities by one fair obser- 
vation. Nothing is mentioned about their preach- 
ing before their ordination, but that they were 
ordained do preach. Doubtless, this would have 
been a little contradictory to what we hear of 
preaching Stewards, or Deacons, and Brethren ; 
yet, as the Dr. has either turned these into Evan- 
gelists or extraordinary characters, and has put all 
the preaching brethren into holy orders, we must 
think no more about them. [ 


We will now proceed upon the above conceived 
chapter, and suppose ourselves at the two fol- 


lowing verses. 
70 | & Ver; 
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Ver. 20. Then Peter, James, and John, did ordain 
that Mark, and certain of the brethren, should 
go from Jerusalem to Philippi with the decrees 
of the apostles and elders, that certain of the 


Church who had “ walked disorder) should he 
put from among them, | 


21. Because that they had preached and taught 
among the Heathen in the name of the Lott! 
Jesus, not being appointed thereunto by the 
apostles and elders which were at Jerusalem, 
whereby many believed through grace. 


Now, had we met with such a stubborn text, 


what could we have done with it ? Why, we 


must have observed, as once an honest woman 


did to me, respecting a part of the conduct 
of the Antiburghers, “ Nae au guid that guid 


men do.” And there we might have shewn, 
that Peter denied his Master, and afterwards dis- 
sembled; and that James and John called down 
fire from heaven; and that now they, like some 
other people, had got into a bad tyrannic spirit 
over their brethren; or perhaps we might have 
shifted the ground, after the example of the Dr. 
in many instances, and observed, that these were 


primitive and extraordinary times, and what was - 

a rule for them was to be no rule for us; or again, 

we might have supposed, as good was done by 
1 


it, that was sufficient, for many believed throug 
grace. We should judge, however, at all events, 
that something must be done with the text, if 
it were to be turned bottom uppermost, . as the 
Dr. served Heb. x. 25. as it most palpably con- 
tradicts Acts viii. 1, 4. which so plainly declares, 
that not the Apostles, but the Brethren, preached 
among the people when scattercd by persecution ; 
as well as many WT, passages, But to finish 
= UA our 
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our chapter from the 29th to the 33d verses, we 
will suppose a concluding passage. 


Ver. 30. In the days of unleavened bread, when 
the apostles and elders assembled at J erusa- 
lem, they all with one consent decreed, that 
certain schools of the prophets should be appoint- 
ed in Jerusalem and Antioch, according to the 
commandment that went before in the days of 
Samuel and the prophets ; 


31. And that James and other of the dis- 
ciples from among the elders of the people, 
chosen men, and full of the Holy Ghost, should 
be separated to this office and administration : 
that many of the brethren might be instructed 


in the way of the Lord, to preach the word of 
life unto the people. 


32. Then the apostles and elders also de- 
creed, that it might not be lawful for any of the 
brethren . in subjection unto them, to teach 
and to preach unto the people, unless ordained 


thereunto by the laying on of the hands of the 
Presbytery. 


33, Unto: which when the apostles and el- 
ders had consented, they did also decree, that 
if any brother Should transgress the. command- 
ments of the church, he might be deliver- 
ed unto Satan, 'to be punished | in the flesh, that 
they might be say ed in the day of the Lord. | 


(Here ends the 29th chapter of the Acts 
| of the Apostles. ) 


Nox what a most delightful subject would this 
have produced as a text for a sermon before the 
Antiburgher synod in May last 1799, when they 
appeared the humble echo of the grand fulminat- 
Ws exploston from that mos! sacred body, the Ge- 


ner al 


1 
neral Assembly, and let the public judge what a 
terrible warfare we have been called to sustain 
between two fires under such a discharge of eccle- 
Siastical artillery levelled against Lay -Preaching, 


and Sunday schools, whether Supported by Inde- 
pendent, Episcopal, or Nondescript. 


According to the account of our political high 
church autagonists, we deserve to be hanged—we 
are a set of artful and designing rebels. Accord- 
ing to the decree of our e high church 
opponents, we are in our religious sentiments 
complete barbarians, being the © enemies to learn- 
ing, and the standing ministry of the word.” We 
have no discernment "whether an ingenious tinker, 
like John Bunyan, with grace in "his heart, or a 
thick-headed graduate, will make the best minister. 
We are—s hall I repeat all the Dr. has said aguinst 
us? No: he is a good man, though his lang uage 


has been frequently sarcastic, and in many instan- 


ces his misrepresentations very cruel and unjust. 
Let the controversy be left with the public, before. 
whose bar we have now committed our cause. 


A few of the Dr.'s remarks, found on the con- 
cluding pages of his pamphlet, must not be omit- 
ted. He next brings forward an idea of the ma- 
nifest disorders that must attend all this Lay- 
Preaching; and in order to deter us from it, 
brings forth the frightful pictures exhibited in 
Oliver Cromwell's days *. But sure we may se- 
lect good and gifted men wherever, i in providence, 
we can find them; encourage them to try their 
abilities, and after wards ordain them, without be- 
ing subjected to those formidable consequences 
that have found their existence in the Dr.'s terri- 
fied imagination. Even in the apostles' 1 bad 
men were stirn ed up to preach. Neither was this 
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any fault of theirs; nor was it in their power ta 


* 


prevent it. 


The Dr. supposes that I meet these ohjections, 
because 1 acknowledge this liberty was liable to 
abuse; though my design was to shew how much 
less liable it is to abuse, than other methods of 
raising up men to the ministry. He however set- 
tles the business, by telling us, “the very use of 
it is abuse *; and by supposing that we are acting 
counter to the mind of Christ, who has instituted 
a regular ministry.“ We always thought he had; 
and the Dr. acts contrary to all the rules of contro: 
versy, again and again, by charging upon us pre- 
posterous suppositions, which we sentously dis- 
Own . | 

Some- 

P. C9. | 


+ The Dr. on the same page quotes Eph. iv. 11.“ He gave 
some apostles, and some prophets, and some evangelists, and 
some pastors, and some teachers,“ with this observation: & It 
merits. particular attention, and especially from all 2ubo profess to 
be the friends of Christ, that he instituted @ regular ministry.“ 
Now, though this passage rather proves the reverse of the Dr.'s 
design, as the officers should be first sent of God before they 
were to be ordained of man, yet it answered the end; first, 
that the profesced friends of Christ should be warned against a 
zet of wild enthusiasts, who were enemies to a regular ministry. 
He then favours us with a fuller application of that addi- 
tional passage, That we henceforth be no more clnldren, 
toszed to and fro, and carried about with every wind of doctrine 
and curing craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to deceive.” What 
comfortable reading all this must have been to another set of 
the Dr. 's admirers, the friends of the General Assembly, cor- 
roborating their judgment against us, as it respects our ignorance, 
detign and art / | 

I know not that I have now omitted a single argument of the 
Dr.'s against Lay-Preaching, excepting a short remark he makes 
on Paul's ordination, p. 80, which happens to stand at the 
wrong tile of the question. It was a considerable while after - 
he had buen a preacher, before he and Barnabas were separated 
to a peculiar district, Acts xi. 3. The different church econo- 
mies, who are for © the regular call,” ate requested to inform us 
bow far the Holy Ghost, in these times, has not given us an ex- 


ample 
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Sometimes the Dr.'s misconceptions involve 
him in inconsistencies. While he admits *, that 


I strongly plead for the existence of universities 


and academies, only lamenting their perversion 
from the purity and simplicity or the gospel; yet 
on the very next page, on an observation of mine, 

that they who take wp religion as a matter of 
choice, are much more likely to be Sincere, than 
others who take it up as a matter of mere profes- 
sion;“ even on this plain sentence the Dr. affects 
to find a difficulty : ** As far as I can apprehend 
the force of this argument,” he says, it implies, 

that those only can be viewed 'as taking up 
religion as a matter of choice who are served 
by Lay-Preachers ; 1 by those at least who have 
no regular education.” So that I am for hw- 
man learning, and against it. Did I advance a 
syllable impeaching the integrity of such as live 
by the gospel they preach? I only hinted a 
liability of abuse; nor did I mean the most 
distant reflection on such, by speaking honourably 
of those characters, whose private fortune enabled 
them to preach Jesus freely to the multitude. 


On the same hich the Dr. meets me with a 
similar remark. Speaking of preachers, he ob- 
serves, the church is not less exposed to dan- 
ger from other sinister motives; they may be 
heady, desirous of the admiration of the multitude, 
and eager to form d party, while even their appa- 
rent disinterestedness may prove the greater She. 


Such are the Dr. “s candid insinuations, and lucu- 


ample, that he will choose by whom the word of life is to 

by preached, or, in what part of the Sacred Code his holy 
rations were to be regulated according to the restricted rules 
the present day. 
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© brations on the labours of the tich. I well knoy, 


and highly honour, one Antiburgher minister, a 
gentleman of fortune, whose charitable conduct 
and unquestionable disinterestedness render him 
highly honourable. Had I sported with his cha- 
racter, and insulted him with the like iusinuations, 
because I was not pleased with his denomination, 


the public might have said 1 had dipt my pen in 


gall indeed. 


I wish to shorten my remarks on the Dr.'s 
pamphlet, that I may present before the reader 
some further suggestions which have occurred to 
my mind, while 1 have been engaged in this con- 
troversy. 


Dr. Jamieson attempts to clear the Church of 
Scotland from the charge of countenancing Lay- 


Preaching, in the admission of their young acade- 


mics, under the term of Licentiates, to preach in 
their church, betore they are ordained. He then 
5 a string of formalities respecting their 
carning, admission by presbyteries, throughout 


near three long pages, to prove—What ? Why, 


what care the Church of Scotland takes to turn 
out their unordained Licentiates in proper eccle- 
siastical order. The slovenly, careless methods 
adopted in their admissions, being after all nat less 
known to the Dr. than ourselves; still are they 


not admitted to preach before their ordination ? 


What sort of a preacher then is the man before he 
is ordained ? Why, he is a Lay-Preacher ; and 
the Dr. may rest assured, that many against whom 
he levels his artillery, take quite as much pains; 
and under principles much more reasonable and 
consistent in the admission of Lay-Preaching 
among those connected with them, as is adopted 
by many of their most formidable opponents. | 


I hape 


/ 


* 


n 
I have before observed, that when tlie Dr. 
scems to find it difficult to understand me, he is 
at no difficulty to misunderstand me. This was 
an observation of a worthy minister, to me, of his 
own denomination. He supposes that I conclude all 
revivals of religion are to be from Lay-Preaching ; © 
and that we wish to reform the church by Lay- 
Prezching,” because I plead their assistance in 
connexion with the minister already set apart {i 
for the work. And further, because I say there 
are revivals and declinings in different churches, 
therefore I am for recolutjons in religion.” * These 
very disingenuous interpretations may please the 


bigot of the Dr.'s party, but will do no essential 
service to his cause. 
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I wish not to tire the attention of my read- 
ers, by enlarging these remarks. But we next 
find ourselves peculiarly implicated, detected, and 

| exposed, in language not vey dissimilar to the 
late pastoral admonition in which we receive a 
pretty severe castigation, as being “ artful and 
designing men:“ for he observes, When Lay- 
Preaching commenced among us,” as if it was 
nothing else but Lay-Preaching, it was cur 
rently declared, that no new party was to be set ö 
up ;” but, says he, ** the weil was too thin ; or, 1 
in other words, we were acting under a mask ; and 1. 
the mas is fallen uff. Now, I verily believe, when | 
that most worthy, invaluable servant of God, Mr. if 
James Haldane, who seems here to be implicated, 
began to preach the gaspel throughout Scotland, Wo 
he then no more thought of filling his present pas- f þ 
toral office in Edinburgh, than I have of bein _ 
promoted to the office of an Elder m the Dr. 
congregation. Let this our Union Church is 
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founded on the introduction of disunion into other 
| churches“. What was that to Dr. Jamieson? He 
and his brethren, have lifted up their testimony” 
of disunion also against. every church but their 
oun. May not we do the same? I beg, however, 
on this occasion, to propose some questions. Did 
ever the members of the Union Church propose ta 
their membets, restricted anathematizing terms of 
communaon ; that they must break oft all connex- 
ion with every other Christian society but their 
| own? Are not all left at full liberty to hold com- 
| | munion with them occasionally; and still con- 
tinue in communion with the congregations to 
whom. they more immediately belong, demand- 
ing only a godly life, and an experimental knoy- 
ledge of the gospel ? What infringement make we 
then on other churches by:rules like these? But 
this remark is ab avlantly the more inconsistent, _ 
| az it respects disunion from this disunited Anti- 
| burgher minister ; as, 1 dare. say, were he obliged 
to enlarge his own place of worsliip twenty times: 
| till it was as spacious as Solomon's temple, he, 
would ask them „ no questions for conscience 
| sake, but take all in, and leave every other 
church completely depopulated, while he and, 
his denomination would, be, left in full triumph in 
their success gained. These they would afterwards, 
shut up in their places of close spiritugl confine- 
ment, giving them to know, that though there. 
vas no crime in *promiscuous hearing, while they, 
attended on an Antiburgher, yet now, they having 
commenced Antiburghers also, even the promis- 
Cuous, hearing. of che very persons from whom 
they have revolted, is to. be punished with the 
CURSE of ex communication its elt. 
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Alfter all this, it is curious to suppose the Dr. 
dan have any right to ask, Have not independ- 


* 


ent churches been erected, under the wing of this 


society, in different places?“ Yes, verily, they are 
independent of complex and corrupt Presbyterian- 
15m ; of lordly and tyrannic Episcopacy ; and of 
narrow rigid Independency ; and have no more to 
do with. the contracted government of Independen- 
cy, properly so called, than the Dr:'s church has 
to do with the spirit of universal unity and love. 
Nor could he be ignorant, that the striet Independ- 
ents. in Scotland and England as much disap- 
prove our plan, and disown any connexion with 
us, as we do the contracted behaviour of a rigid 
Seceder. But let the Dr. or any other godly 
minister, of any denomination, come and try us; 
if our pulpits be not universally open to them; 
if we shall not be happy to communicate with 
them, and receive the eommunion from them. 


I could not, myself, be e een to leave the 
North, on my last tour, un 

purpose, to dispense the communion in the Cir- 
cus. Was there a whisper of disapprobation 
against such a freedom of Christian tellowship 
with the „ superstitious Episcopal?“ Just the re- 
verse! and yet we are Independents. Now, I 
will give the Dr., and others, this fair promise: 
when it can be proved, that the good people I have 
been called to serve, shut up their communion, and 
commence « mere sect; when they disunite from 
any ministers of the gospel, whose lives are con- 


sistent with the truths they preach, who are will- 


ing to serve them, I will confess they have de- 
ceived me.; and then I shall as much lift up my 
poor testimony against them, as I now do in pub- 
lishing this against the bigotry and party zeal of 
the Antiburghers. ' 1 
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it] It is notable, however, that this remark about. 
establishing Independent chapels, should be ad- 
dressed to me, after the free observations made 
in my last publication, as it respected Independ- 
ent government, unless indeed he chose to repre- 


sent me as writing against myself. 


The Dr. on the same page, gives us to under- 


stand, there are a sufficlent number of places of 
gospel worship already, if people would but fill 
them, and pews. are open to receive them . 


If then the places of worship already built will 
not hold one quarter ef the people; and these 


they will not attend, let him rejoice, with us, 
there is one place they will attend. Thus we have, 


from the Dr., an excellent argument, how useful 
the present plan is likely to prove, to increase the 
number of worshippers in the North, Notwith- 
standing his caricatured representation of our 


preaching and conduct, I believe he will, in his 
milder moments, allow that some little good 


may perchance be done. And while we trust in 


God we shall stilt be owned and blessed, we 
patiently bear the reproach cast upon us, that 


% our unity is founded in alienating some from 


their mnisters, who otherwise loved and honoured 


them for their work's sake; and those also who 


formerly took sweet counsel together, and walked 


unto the house of God in company.“ Though 
the Dr. seems entirely to forget that he is an An- 
tüburgher, yet does any denomination refuse to 
Accept, from other societies, those who chuse to 

join them? This notwithstanding, what sinister 


methods have we ever used to make proselytes to 
ourselves? What promises have we, at any time, 


deld forth te allure? Or what unscriptural threats 


3 

are we ever presumed to advance,“ denouncing 
terrible things in that sort of righteousness, against 

any poor hoodwinked disciple, that we might have 
brought into a mean suhjection, to our spiritual 
bar? And if by these our exertions, our Northern 
brethren should be the more liberated from spi- 
ritual tyranny, we truly shall not lament it; nor 
shall we less admire the pure and holy discipline 
of the wore of God, by being delivered from those 
eruel fetters which, in so many instances, are per- 
tectly the reverse of that law of love exhibitetl in 
the pure word of truth. 


Some iders on bigotry are among the last of tlie 
Dr.'s remarks * ; and a few observations on this 
subject shall finish my annotations on his publica- 
tion. Give me leave, Sir,“ he observes, “ to say, 4 
that to many, your zeat against bigotry seems to 
degenerate into the very principle you decry.” Now 
to have proved the charge, I should have expcct- 
ed a definition of the crime; but not a word of 
this. 1 then shall attempt what he has omitted: 
1 judge the bigot in religion is the man who 1 
conccives so well of himselt, and of his party, as 
that even, in matters merely circuntstantiah he 
will have no sort of connexion or mtercourse a 
with others. The Dr. asks, ** Are all these (bi- 9 
gots, as I suppose them) dishonest men?“ Then he 
a accuses me Hf. judging their hearts f.“ Let the 
reader fairly determine, have I been endeavour- 
ing to expose the hypocrisy and wiekedness, or 
the weakness, allowing notwithstanding the inte- þ 
grity which may yet possess the bigoted mind? 
But the Dr. says I am a © bigot tor liberality. 
The extremes of an evil, and its opposite good, 11 
are in me; it scems, conjoined. Did you ever Fl 
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bear of à man who was villianously honest, of 
Foolishly wise? RowLaxp HILL, the strangest 
phenomenon that was ever exhibited in the North, 
1s a liberal bigot ; a bigot to liberality.” 
An honest . hs a {Fen to mtegrity ! a good 
physician, a bigot to Skill! a worthy magistrate, | 
a bigot to good order! husbands and wiy es, bigots 
to chastity! children and servants, bigots to obe- 
dience | &c. CC. 


I confess, after al, it is but a poor business, 
when a writer has only to expose his antagonist by 
eriticisms like these; they are merely Personal; 
and I am almost ashamed even of the short re- 
marks made on many long pages of his pamphlet, 
just of the same deseription. therefore hasten 
to lay before the reader, some general obser vations 
which have occurred to my mind in this contro- 
. versy, and shall then conclude. 


If I were inclined to be prolix, 1 might lead my 
Readers from the first existence of the Covenant, 
through all its wrathful consequences, so contrary to 
the mind of Christ, which have existed from the 

hour in which it was first forged on the anvil of 
war, to the present day. T ll ver y lately, this 
flaming sword has been brandished with its double 
edge of political persecution and. ecc lesiastical 
excommunication. And though the design of the 
political clauses is now given up even by the An- 
tiburghers themselves, yet they abide by that part 
of it, which directs them to a conduct the most 
hateful. and intolerant ; namely, the excommu- 
uication of all who do not chuse to adopt their 
sort 
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sort of reformation, or refuse to submit to thess 


human Coyenants. 


Now, in what a labyrinth of inconaiateriojes 
flo these good men involve themselves by this par- 
tial reformation ! They must have discovered, 


that all their ancestors for above a century and 
a half, have been doing wrong in taking this Co- 


venant, according to its persecuting design, 
while they have been excommunicating their 
brethren for- doing right in renouncing them. 
Still, what remains must be taken, or the Anti- 
burghers will have no sort of ministerial connex- 
ion wit} ich delinquents. Thus, the most zeal- 
ous 299 useful of the servants of. God are to re- 
ceive from, them, the greatest indignity and con- 
tempt which can be cast upon their ministry, with 
the ditional stigma of excommunication even 
pon their own members, should they presume 
9 10 such the least countenance by what they 

i nromiscuous hearing,” by which sanctimo- 
Gl pride a very sinful and dangerous example is 
det before the multitude; to neglect those means of 
grace proyided by the MEFCY of God for their sal- 


vation. N 


Nor can it be esteemed a matter us great sur- 
* that Dr. Jamieson Should have disgraced 
18 learned pen by bringing forward quotations 
$0 preposterous and absurd, when he had to vin- 
dicate a cause like this: yet these, I am told, 
are only the common hackneyed arguments of the 


party Whose cause he has engaged to unn 


and Suppart. 


\ Apd how can it be expected that a blessing 
shed long rest on a people who attempt to curse 
those whom God has not cursed, and 'who kee 


at a distance from such as are brought . near to 
| him, 
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Him, and whose ministers are made the honoured 
instruments of the salvation of many souls! 


I believe the awful effects of these things have 
been acknowledged by many, even among the 
Antiburghers themselves; and they who are ac- 
quainted with the state of vital religion in the 
North will acknowledge, that a dependence upon 
these Coyenants, and upon an outward form af 
church government, and a mere religious profes- 
sion, without a serious attention to a work of 
grace upon the soul, has proved very fatal to the 
vital influences of the gospel in these parts, 


For a long time past the Antiburghers have con- 
ceived the monopoly of religion to have been with 
, them; and this has led them to a cryel and severe 
| treatment of many eminent servants of God; 
speaking against the work of God itself, because 
- carried on by others, in language very irreverent 
and profane: and the gross perversions that ap- 
pear in the Dr.'s remarks, and the contemptuous 
style in which he speaks of those engaged among 
us, whereby his bab entin has met with so much 
of the esteem of the world, is a sufficient evi- 
dence that the same spirit still exists among them. 


They cannot forget, that their treatment of 
Mr. 'Whitefield in particular, whom they most 
= sinfully opposed, was immediately followed with 
2 the judgment of a terrible divison among them- 
1 g8elves; and since that time, it is to be feared the 
1 Lord has awfully punished this spirit of division 
and separation, by leaving their churches in many 
places like Sardis, having a. name to'liye while 
they are dead“. ; e | 
I have received this information of the internal state of 
their cburch from a very serigus Christian, and late in the 
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While, therefore, the Dr. supposes I have gone 
too far in holding up the Seceders, as a body, to 
ridicule and contempt ; on a closer investigation, 
as it relates to the internal state of their churches, 
had I said much more respecting the formal, life- 
less spirit into which many of them are sunk, the 
tact had been too notorious to have been denied. 
Nor can it be a matter of surprise, under such ex- 
isting circumstances, that many excellent charac- 
ters which are still left in the Established Church, 
Should stand aloof from the Secessions, notwith- 
standing the cruel and oppressive state of their 
government, arising from the conduct of the 
Creneral Assembly. For how can they amend 
their state by changing their ground ? the gall- 
ing fetters forged by other sects, being equally 


offensive to the feelings of a liberal and . upright 


mind. 


Can then the Antiburghers, or any other society, 
restricted as they are by the rules which exist 
among them, wonder that such as are engaged in 
any new exertions, should choose to be at liberty 
from that spiritual tyranny which has so long and 
powerfully existed in the North? 


I once more observe, that these remarks are 
not made on universal, but on general observa- 
tion. Among every denomination, the Anti— 
burghers not excepted, there are many excellent 
minds that are disgusted at the fetters they wear, 
while, from an attectionate regard to the people 
with whom they have been educated, they find 
themselves unwilling to renounce connexion with 
them. 


Thus I have a second time given my solemn 
testimony against all that contractedness of spirit, 
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and pretended Christian discipline, whereby rea 
hristians are separated from cach other; and 
am the more confirmed in the propriety of my 
views from the arguments of Dr. 4 99 C55 
ecially as quoted from Scripture, so that he shall 
be welcome to call me a © bigot Jor uberality,” 
as long as he thinks proper. 


A few observations on Preaching, and the Style 
of Preaching, shall be laid before the Public. "It 
18 generally supposed to be a great matter if a 
sermon costs the preacher a deal of time writ- 
ing, and labour before it is delivered; while the 
old hackneyed idea is in the mouth of every dull 
man-made minister, of every party, that ** we 
must not offer to the Lord that which costs us 
nothing ;” and this perverted passage of Scripture 
is to cover the conduct of those who have pre- 
Sumed to enter into the ministry, without that 
holy aptitude to teach, required by the word of 
God, and who are to make up their deficiency 
by the mere dint of labour ang application. T his 
observation I hope I may be allowed to make, 
without being supposcd to be an avowed enemy 
LO erudition, or the standing ministry of the 
word. 


Now, notwithstanding all the high language 
of the various priest-making denominations, as 


though wisdom and learning alone dwelt with 


them, and all besides were nothing better than 
barbarians, we will venture to assert, that all this 
artificial manuf? cturing tor the ministry does in- 
Bite harm to the cause of real Christianity: such 
men as these never were designed by the Lord of 
tie harvest for the sacred office, and hang as a dead 
weight upon the church. oh zeal tor the sal- 

vation 
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ration of souls can never be expected from theni. 
Sinners are left to perish by thousands, wltile these 
men meanly submit to the impositions and limited 

restrictions of the parties to which they may be- 
long. Their s&rmons also being the unnatural 
production of a burdened mind, are too frequent- 


Iy just the reverse of the word of life. When the 


glorious, animating, ant enlivening truths of the 
8e pet are put into a dry systematic form, instead 
of 


being © the savour of life unto life,“ spiritual 


death is engendered thereby, and comes in upon 
the congregation like a pestilence. 


Ilad Dr. Jamieson duty considered the perfect 
inattention, and the slothful indecency, even 
to a degree of shameful stupor, which appears 
in the public assemblies of such preachers, he 
would have been less severe in his sarcastic cen- 
sures on others, who conceive it as much their 
duty to affect and enliven the heart, as to enrich 
and illuminate the understanding. And while 
the Dr., in his ironic language, 1s pleased to 
speak of that“ dull thing called a Sermon, yet 
it he, and his admirers of the Established Church, 


choose to approve of these “ dull things, it may, 


with the Dr. s and their leave, be left with us to ad- 
mire 50mewhat more animated. and better calcu- 
tated to do good to the people, and to judge that 
to be the best preaching atter all, w hich best all- 

swers the end of preaching. 


I have already mentioned to Dr. Jamieson one 
of his own denomination; who confessed how 
much we have been misunderstood by him. With 
his permission I will now give him an extract 
from the scntiments of another Antiburgher 
minister, which are before me, that the public 
may see that all the Antiburghers are not pre- 
cisely like the Dr., but that ome can see things 
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clearly, and state matters fairly, notwithstanding 
their prejudices of education and connexion. 


„Dr. Jamicson,” says my worthy friend, 
«: seems to me, throughout his whole book, to 
have mistaken the real hinge of the controversy 
which he has entered into. The question 1s not, 
Whether a gospel ministry is a divine institution? 
nor whether human learning, when sanctified by 
grace, is really useful to a minister or not ? for 
this is readily grantcd by all, and denicd by none 
upon either side. But the question is, Whether, 
in such a season as this, when the schools of the 
prophets have been so long barren among all de- 
nominations in Scotland, that the people of God 
were beginning to despair of a succession of faith- 
tul, experienced gospel ministers ; I say, whether 
in this case they are, by the word of God, abso- 
lutely confined to those that the clergy give us 
from their own seminaries? or whether, in case 
they find men of eminent parts, and eminent 
piety and experience, among themselves, that have 
not passed all the stages of secular learning, or 
been regularly bred at College, they may, never- 
theless, take these, and get them appointed over 
them as ministers, rather than want the food of 
their souls, and a lively, spiritual, and scarching 
ministry? Indeed, the modes of education in the 
best Divinity Halls in Scotland, are by no means 
calculated to teach men to be fishers of men. I 
speak from experience; and I know, and have 
known, sundry private men who are fitter to be 
ministers than most of us that have got a regular 
education.” | 


Before I take leave of the Dr. on this part of 
the subject, I shall be free to remark, I wonder 
not that his new friends of the Established Churcli 

And 
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and licks General Assembly, should so admire his 
publication, it being so completely in the style of 
their own pastoral admonition, and general me- 

thod of procedure. And I kave 1 right, irom the 
freedom the Dr. has taken with me, further to 
remind him, that this is not the first time his 
church has joined the Established Church in an 
opposition, somewhat at least, similar to this. I 
would humbly advise the Dr. therefore, if called 
to preach before their Su nod, to take the words 
of Dr. Gamahlel ior his text he knows where 

to find them, and on what occasion they were 
delivered. 


I now conclude what I have to offer to the Dr., 
not with ill-natured sarcasms, or gross misrepre— 
sentations, but with an innocent conceit. We will 
suppose the Dr. called, from his present contracted 
sphere, to be Archbishop of Canterbury ; uot 
with the little scrap of power belonging to the 
Church of England, but with all that tulness of 
authority pos5esSed by the Church of Scotland, 
and annually exercised in her General Assembly. 
How would matters then stand between us and 
his Grace, Dr. Jamieson, Primate of all England ? 
Why, first, he would find his cle) gy very gene- 
rally, though, thank God, not untversally, igno— 
rant, and grievously inattentive to their sacred 
office, and that, consequently, large districts are 
to be found entirely without “tlie word of lite, 
and the people completely ssolute in their man- 
ners. In the midst of these nominal Christians, 
but real Heathens, one starts up in the style of a 
Lay-Preacher :---I suppose him to be a man of 
grace, good sense; aud knows the meaning of 
his Bible, as to the grand leading truths of the 
gospel, as well as Archbishop Jamieson himself. 
Now, is this good man to be m, and not to 


open 
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open his Bible, and explain to these perishing 
souls the way of salvation by Jesus Chirist be- 
cause he is called a Layman? If we are to be 
trighted at the formality of taking a text, and 
mounting a pulpit, for the sake of argument, we 
ask if he may not be allowed a humbler manner of 
doing the same thing? No, says the Archbishop; 
he must plead with his mother.” But she has 
provided them a priest already, who knows as much 
of the Bible as the Bible knows of the Solemn 
League and Covenant. Then he must plead 
„with other mothers :” they tell him, it is a re- 
prozch for any man to be ordained to the ministry 
till he has gone through a regular course of edu- 
cation, and "has been taught to speak Latin and 
reel, in order that he may learn to give a good 
FEinglish explanation how poor sinners are to be 
.saved by the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ: in- 
sisting with: u, that if he should presume to trans- 
grezs the rules devised by any of these' holy 
church mothers, as it may respect divers forms 
and modes, distrifts, &c. he is to be dealt with 
accordingly. 


Now, I ask this most Rev. Archbishop Jamic- 
son, if this holy, wise, and useful man may not 
tell his poor ignorant neighbours the way to hea- 
ven, without "this preestly parade? and w hether. 
after this good man has proved himself „ Work- 
man that weed not be ashamed;” having collect- 
ed by his holy, dis1nterested zeal, a company of 
serious Christians together, if a number of Pres- 
hyterian ministers, including one of each of the. 
many denominations thereunto belonging, a libe- 
ral-minded Independent and Baptist, toge- 
ther with a „ superstitious Episcopal, Should 
all be conjoined in one mind and in one spirit, 
thinking precisely the same things, having no di- 

visious 
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visions among them respeéting the essentials of 
Christianity, only having some little shades of 
clifference relative to the universally acknowledg- 
ed non- essentials of church government ask, 
if these should all join as one, solemnly to set him 
apart as a minister of the gyspel, where would be 
the transgression? 


May I yet again propose to his Grace's con- 
sideration another case, not wholly dissimilar to 
the tormer * 


There is a chapel under the care of a certain 
Superstitionus Episcopal, in London, who would be 
very happy to receive his Grace, as a preacher, 
provided he did not preach up the Covenant, and 
cry down Lay-Preaching. This supers/:tzous H- 
piscopal, being grieved to find himself in the midst 
of thousands and tens of thousands, dissolute 
and ignorant to an extreme, lately urged the 
necessity of vigorous exertions on behalf of the 
rising generation, to rescue them from being dri- 
ven down the stream with their thoughtless and 
ungodly parents. The exhortation was attend- 


ed with a very happy effect. 


Some of his hearers, with much devoted- 
ness of spirit, formed themselves into a society, 
to seek after the children in their wretched 
haunts of wickedness. The superstitious FEpis- 
copal being perfectly convinced. that they were 
all well capable of instructiug these children, 
in child-like language, and of communicating 
the same sort of advice to their poor parents, 
almost as ignorant as their children, gave them 
all possible encouragement. The effect has 
exceeded expectation. These children, and their 
once dissolute parents, are brought into the habit 


of 
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of public worship, and attend only where the 
gospel is preached. The superstitious Episcopal 
not having sufficient room in his chapel for these 
extra visitants, they were, to be sure, directed to 
commit the sin of “ promiscuous hearing :” aud 
the superstitrous Episcopat being very happily 
blessed with scveral excellent and affectionate 
neighbours, both in the Established Church and 
out of it (he being a nondescript between every 
party), finds them all very friendly to the same ex- 
cellent design. He finds also he can sleep very com- 
tortably, tho' the near neighbour of the real Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury himself; under a full persua- 
$10n that he shall hear no thunders from the Esta- 
blished Church of England, nor yet such an 
humble echo trom any body of dissenters, as has 
been heard against us by the Dr.'s denomina- 
tion in the North. | 


But, alas! what severe discipline might we be 
led to expect from our imaginary Archbishop, 
with the above supposed powers of the General 
Assembly? Why, that every obsolete law should 
be raked out of the grave of oblivion, and that 
a persecution should commence as far as those 
laws can possibly be enforced. I 


But our worthy Antiburgher Dr. starts back 
again from his primacy, recoils at the idea of 
persecution, acknowledges that his new allies, 
whose cause, as it respects their opposition to Lay- 
Preaching and the Sunday Schools, 1s preciesly 
the same with his; yet in this they have gone too 
far, and that therefore the supposition was unjust; 
the Dr.'s denomination having formally renoun- 
ced persecution three years ago, while others 
have renounced it a century before them; and 
now they mean to lay on all those who are in 


Subjection 


„ 
subjection to them, nothing severer than the 


gentle rod of excommnnication, should they pre- 


ume to give the least countenance to these irre- 


gular doings, or act contrary to their mild and 
moderate decree of 1799 “. 


I now take leave of Dr. Jamieson, as it relates 
to the controversy before us. As I respett my An- 
tagonist, I wish with all my heart, 1 had found 
him in better company ; and that he had used a 


fairer pen respecting our, real views in these mat- 


ters. If he had more fully known many of those 
most useful and excellent men, against whose sup- 
posed irregular ministry his book bears so extreme- 
ly hard, I believe he would have bcen less severe; 
nor yet is he aware of the melancholy result of his 
own. doctrine, as thereby thousands would be 
deprived of the ministry of the word, and many 


a successful servant of God removed from an 


eminent sphere of usefulnessf. 


I now leave these thoughts on this very serious 
subject before the public, with one explanatory re- 
mark as it respects my former Publication. I see 
no reason to change the ground I then took, sup- 
posing that no express rule of church government 
was directly settled in the word of God; by these 


By the gentler laws of England, even the Bishops are di- 
rected to license dissenting places of worship, whenever and 

wherever the people may think proper to demand them. 
+ Since the above has been printed, upon further enquiry, I 
cannot absolutely assert, that the Dr. really went to Mass on the 
Fast day: that he intentionally committed the crime, 1 have from 
indubitable authority; knowing that he was positively en- 
ed with a brother Antiburgher to give his attendance at the 


opish Chapel; and which engagement he acknowledged, when 


asked to attend at some place 0 be, worship on that day; 
that being the excuse why he could not accept the invitation of 


bis friend. I write this that I may not be thought incautiously 
to accuse. | 
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views I am bounden to be candid and affectionate 
to all who are willing to manifest the like spirit of 
candour and affection in return. It was against 
the bigot alpne of every party that I levelled my 
teeble testimony 4 F 


Many in England, who wish to call themselves 
Independents, very different in several points of 
view from the Sstridter Independents of an earlier 
date, conceive that I have incautiously blended 
them with the more rigid of that denomination. 
It shall not be determined whether it was my m- 
cautious pen, or a little want of candour among 
these good people, which taught them to frame 
this conclusion. TI ü still honestly confess it, even 
among the most liberal of this denomination, 
if there was a stronger bond of union than 
can, according to their discipline, subsist amon 
them, I should canceive them in stritter alliance 
with the primitive church as evidently connetted 
in those happier days. 


I lament because that eminent servant of God 
Mr. Whitefield did not frame a liberal and open 
connexion of this description. I am grieved also, 
that the name of Independent has been introdu- 
ced in many of the congregations raised by him, 
and by those in alliance with him; not that I 
less love them notwithstanding, but I prefer a 
connected government, such as under different 


forms have generally been adopted in the Christian 
church, | | : 


Let it still be admitted, that though I may be- 
lieve the government of an Independent church 
may have in it a natural tendency, to create a 
contracted spirit among its members, wherever 

the contrary appears, and blessed be God * is 
5 | | Bt Olten 
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often the case, my heart is at once united to them, 
and they are ten times dearer to me than they 


whose church principles appear to be uniting in 


themselves, while their practice is just the reverse in 
their conduct towards their fellow- Christians of 
different societies. 


I bless God that there is evidently an increas- 
ing spirit of Catholicism and Christian forbear- 
ance among the professors of real Christianity, 

both in the North and in the South. Oh that our 
liberty may be guarded from licentiousness, while 
we prove we are Christ's disciples because we love 
one another! 
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